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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  40 — Protection  of  the  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMEffTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  N— EFFLUENT  GUIDEUNE8  AND 
STANDARDS 

PART  410^TEXTILE  INDUSTRY  POINT 
SOURCE  CATEGORY 

On  February  5,  1974,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
4628),  that  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  (EPA  or  Agency)  was  pro¬ 
posing  efSuent  limitations  guidelines  for 
existing  sources  and  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  and  pretreatment  standards 
for  new  sources  within  the  wool  scouring, 
wool  finishing,  grelge  mills,  woven  fabric 
finishing,  knit  fabric  finishing,  carpet 
mills  and  stock  and  yam  dyeing  and  fin- 
l^iing  subcategories  of  the  textile  in¬ 
dustry  category  of  point  sources. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  estab¬ 
lish  flna.1  effluent  limitations  guidelines 
for  existing  soiu'ces  and  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  and  pretreatment  standards 
for  new  sources  in  the  Textile  Industry 
category  of  point  sources,  by  amending 
40  CFR  Chapter  I.  Subchapter  N,  to  add 
a  new  Part  410.  This  final  rulemaking  is 
promulgated  pursuant  to  sections  301, 
304  (b)  and  (c),  306  (b)  and  (c)  mid 
307(c)  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution 
Control  Act,  as  amended  (the  Act);  33 
U.S.C.  1251,  1311,  1314  (b)  and  (c),  1316 
(b)  and  (c)  and  1317(c);  86  Stat.  816 
et  seq.;  Pub.  L.  92-500.  Regulations  re¬ 
garding  cooling  water  Intake  structures 
for  all  categories  of  point  sources  under 
section  216(b)  of  the  Act  will  be  pro¬ 
mulgated  in  40  CFR  402. 

In  addition,  the  EPA  is  simultaneously 
proposing  a  separate  provision  which  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  proposed  rules  section  of  the 
Federal  Register,  stating  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  limitations  and  standard  set 
forth  below  to  users  of  publicly  owned 
treatment  works  which  are  subject  to 
pretreatment  standards  under  section 
307(b)  of  the  Act.  The  basis  of  that  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  is  set  forth  in  the  asso¬ 
ciated  notice  of  proposed  rulemi^lng. 

The  legal  basis,  methodology  and  fac¬ 
tual  conclusions  which  support  promul¬ 
gation  of  this  regulation  were  set  forth 
in  substantial  detail  in  the  notice  of  pub¬ 
lic  review  procedures  published  August  6. 
1973  (38  FR  21202)  and  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  for  the  wool  scour¬ 
ing,  wool  finishing,  dry  processing,  woven 
fabric  finishing,  knit  fabric  finishing, 
carpet  mlUs.  stock  yam  dyeing  and  fin¬ 
ishing,  and  commission  finishing  sub¬ 
categories.  In  addition,  the  regulations 
as  proposed  were  supported  by  two  other 
documents:  (1)  The  document  entitled 
“Development  Document  for  Proposed 
Effluent  Limitations  Guidelines  and  New 
Source  Performance  Standards  for  the 
Textile  Mills  Point  Source  Category” 
(January  1974)  and  (2)  the  document 
entitled  “Economic  Analysis  of  Proposed 
Effluent  Guidelines,  Textile  Industry 
(March  1974).  Both  of  these  documents 
were  made  available  to  the  public  and 
circulated  to  interested  persons  at  ap¬ 
proximately  the  time  of  publication  of 
the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 


Interested  persons  were  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  In  the  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  oxnments  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication.  Prior  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  form  of  solicited  com¬ 
ments  and  responses  from  the  States, 
Federal  agencies,  and  other  Interested 
parties  were  described  in  the  preamble  to 
the  proposed  regulation.  The  EPA  has 
considered  carefully  all  of  the  comments 
received  and  a  discussion  of  these  com¬ 
ments  with  the  Agency’s  response  thereto 
follows. 

The  regulations  as  promulgated  con¬ 
tains  Important  changes  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation.  The  following  discus¬ 
sion  outlines  the  reasons  why  these 
changes  were  made  and  why  other  sug¬ 
gested  changes  were  not  Implemented. 

(a)  Summary  of  comments.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  responded  to  the  request  for  writ¬ 
ten  ccmunents  contained  in  the  preamble 
to  the  proposed  regulation;  Northern 
Textile  Association;  Klelnschmidt  and 
Duttlng;  Beaunlt  Corporation;  South 
Carolina  Department  of  Health  and  En¬ 
vironmental  Control;  Burlington  Indus¬ 
tries;  Cone  Mills  Corporation;  American  ' 
Textile  Manufacturing  Institute  and 
Carpet  and  Rug  Institute;  Riegel  Textile 
Corp.;  Russell  Corp.;  The  Kenyon  Piece 
Dyework  Inc.;  Granitevllle  Company; 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior;  Ken¬ 
yon  Southern  Inc.;  Milliken;  Mohasco 
Industries  Inc.;  J.  P.  Stevens  &  Co.  Inc.; 
Talon  Dlvtslpn  of  Textron;  West  Point 
Pepperell;  Heldcrest  Mills  Inc.;  Dixie 
Yams  Inc.;  Barre  Wool  Combing  Co. 
Ltd.;  Spring  Mills  Inc.;  University  of 
South  Carolina;  Armstrong  Cork  Com¬ 
pany;  U.S.  Department  of  Health  Edu¬ 
cation  and  Welfare:  Dan  River  Inc.;  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce;  Dundee 
Mills;  U.S.  Water  Resources  Council  and 
the  Effluent  Standards  and  Water  Qual¬ 
ity  Information  Advisory  Committee. 

(1)  There  were  several  comments 
made  that  stated  that  the  basis  for  the 
proposed  subcategorization  was  not  suf¬ 
ficient  to  justify  compression  of  indus¬ 
try’s  proposed  groupings,  and  that  the 
proposed  subcategorization  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  sufBclent  definition  of  the  industry 
for  effective  administration.  It  was  fur¬ 
ther  stated  that  the  proposed  subcate- 
gorizaticm  did  not  adequately  deal  with 
plants  performing  midtiple  operations 
(combinations  of  woven  and  knit  fabric 
finishing  with  stock  and  yam  dyeing  and 
finishing) ,  and  further  that  the  proposed 
subcategorization  had  ignored  commis¬ 
sion  houses. 

The  EPA  proposed  subcategorization 
utilized  seven  segments  to  describe  the 
textile  industry.  The  basis  for  the  sub- 
categorization  was  the  water  usage  and 
waste  character  associated  with  differ¬ 
ent  materials  and  different  processes 
within  the  textile  industry.  Industry 
through  the  American  Textile  Manufac¬ 
turers  Institute,  Inc.  and  the  Carpet  and 
Rug  Institute  (ATMI  &  CRI)  proposed 
thirteen  subcategories  to  describe  the 
textile  industry.  Six  of  industry’s  thir¬ 
teen  subcategories  are  very  similar  to 
six  EPA  subcategories.  The  seventh  EPA 
subcategory  (greige  mills)  was  not  com¬ 


pletely  described  in  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lation.  However,  in  the  final  subcategori- 
Estion,  "greige  mills”  has  been  clearly 
defined  to  include  three  industry  sub- 
categories  because  of  their  similarity  in 
waste  water  character.  Three  other  in¬ 
dustry  subcategories,  including  the  mul¬ 
tiple  opmitions  subcategory,  are  ac¬ 
counted  for  in  the  EPA  proposed  sub- 
categorization  through  allowances  for 
proration  of  limitations  for  plants  proc¬ 
essing  combinations  of  materials  identi¬ 
fied  in  individual  subcategories.  One  in¬ 
dustry  subcategory,  commission  finish¬ 
ing,  had  been  omitted  from  the  EPA  pro¬ 
pose  groupings;  however,  it  is  Included 
in  the  final  subcategorization. 

(2)  The  comment  was  submitted  that 
the  proposed  subcategorization  did  not 
pr(H)erly  account  for  manufacturing  dif¬ 
ferences.  It  was  contended  that  different 
fiber  compositions  and  different  degrees 
of  manufacturing  complexity  should 
have  been  considered  for  additional  seg¬ 
mentation. 

Additional  data  has  been  received  for 
several  pollution  parameters,  especially 
COD.  which  relate  the  level  of  effluent 
discharge  to  the  manufacturing  process 
and  the  fabric  type.  BODS  and  TSS  are 
not  Impacted  as  substantially  as  COD 
because  fluctuating  discharge  levels  of 
BODS  and  TSS  can  be  handled  through 
adequate  waste  treatment  designs.  Ad¬ 
ditional  limitations  have  been  estab¬ 
lished  for  COD  in  accordance  with  these 
findings. 

(3)  Several  comments  were  received 
that  questioned  the  inclusion  and  exclu¬ 
sion  of  effluent  parameters  from  the  ex¬ 
emplary  woven  and  knit  fabric  finishing 
plants  resulting  in  limitations  that  may 
not  have  been  representative  of  these 
industry  segments.  Supportive  opera¬ 
tional  data  for  some  of  these  plants  was 
claimed  to  be  inadequate. 

Additional  data  has  been  received  for 
BODS,  TSS  and  COD  from  several  ex¬ 
emplary  plants.  All  available  data  that 
is  technically  sound  has  been  used  to 
compute  representative  and  reasonable 
^uent  limitations  for  woven  and  knit 
subcat^ories,  as  well  as  other  subcate¬ 
gories.  The  maximum  operational  data 
available  has  been  used.  However,  the 
total  suspended  solids  data  from  three 
woven  fabric  finishing  plants  and  a  part 
of  the  TSS  data  from  one  wool  scouring 
plant  have  not  been  used  because  the 
data  is  not  representative  of  results 
which  are  achievable  as  demonstrated  by 
BPCTCA  as  demonstrated  by  data  from 
other  exemplary  mills.,  ’The  BODS,  TSS 
and  COD  data  from  one  woven  finishing 
plant  was  not  used  to  compute  effluent 
limitations  for  subcategory  4  because  the 
low  BODS,  TSS  and  COD  discharge  levels 
were  achieved  through  utilizing  granular 
carbon,  a  technology  not  representative 
of  BPCTCA. 

(4)  The  comment  was  made  that  the 
Agency  had  not  taken  account  of  the 
difference  in  timing  and  purpose  between 
the  New  Source  Performance  standards 
and  the  1983  limitations  achievable 
through  the  application  of  the  best  avail¬ 
able  control  technology.  The  commenter 
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noted  the  10  year  time  difference  in  the 
applicability  of  these  standards  and 
maintained  that  the  best  available  con¬ 
trol  technology  has  not  been  thoroughly 
demonstrated. 

The  best  available  control  technology 
is  available  for  new  sources.  Hoteever,  the 
Agency  recognizes  that  refinements  may 
be  needed  to  establish  economic  feasi¬ 
bility  and  technical  reliability  of  certain 
components  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable;  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  best  available  limitations 
for  new  sources  might  result  in  the  can¬ 
cellation  of  some  new  plant  construction. 
Multi-media  filtration  is  available  and 
has  been  demonstrated  for  new  sources 
the  utilization  of  multi-media  filtration 
should  not  have  any  major  effect  on  new 
plant  construction.  New  Source  stand¬ 
ards  have,  therefore,  been  changed  to  re¬ 
flect  the  best  practicable  control  technol¬ 
ogy  plus  multi-media  filtration  for  TSS 
control.  Chemical  addition  in  final  clari¬ 
fication  should  be  sufficient  to  achieve 
the  TSS  limits  in  most  circumstances. 

(5)  Several  comments  were  received 
which  stated  that  cost  estimates  for  best 
practicable  and  best  available  control 
technology  were  imderestimated  and 
that  economic  and  non-water  quality 
considerations  had  been  treated  inade¬ 
quately. 

The  Agency’s  cost  estimates  were  pre¬ 
pared  from  calculations  of  average  waste 
water  loadings  based  on  generally  ac¬ 
cepted  engineering  practices.  Cost  esti¬ 
mates  were  verified  with  industry  infor¬ 
mation.  Some  industry  estimates  might 
be  excessive  if  higher  than  average  waste 
loads  were  treated  or  if  comparisons  werc 
made  based  on  fiow  alone.  High  land  cost 
or  poor  treatment  design  causing  poor 
mixing  or  poor  oxygen  transfer  might 
also  create  excessive  cost  reqiiirements. 
However,  no  dramatic  capital  or  operat¬ 
ing  cost  increase  should  be  attributable 
to  any  increased  need  for  additional 
treatment  technology  which  might  result 
from  compliance  with  this  regulation. 
Economic  Impacts  and  non-water  quality 
impacts  including  energy  which  might 
result  from  compliance  with  this  regu¬ 
lation  have  also  been  evaluated  and  re¬ 
viewed.  Non-water  quality  impacts  have 
been  fo\md  to  be  not  significant.  Special 
consideration  should  be  given  to  the  se¬ 
lection  of  solid  waste  disposal  sites  to 
insure  long-term  protection  of  the  envi¬ 
ronment  from  any  potentially  hazardous 
substance.  Energy  Impacts  should  ac¬ 
count  for  less  than  10  percent  of  a  total 
plant’s  energy  usage.  Economic  impact 
has  been  reevaluated  based  on  revisions 
of  the  effluent  limitations,  particularly 
for  BATEA,  where  single  stage  chemical 
coagidation  has  been  jsubstituted  for 
activated  carbon  adsorption.  The  impact 
was  found  not  to  be  significant  for  small 
or  medium  sized  textile  manufacturers. 
The  plants  expected  to  be  Impacted  at 
all  were  judged  likely  to  close  with  or 
without  effluent  limitations.  Large  inte¬ 
grated  plants  were  not  Included  in  the 
impact  study  because  their  Impact  wo\ild 
not  be  as  severe  as  for  smaller  mills  due 
to  their  higher  profit  levels,  larger  size. 
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integrated  production  and  market  con¬ 
trol.  An  initial  economic  Impact  analysis 
had  precluded  grelge  mills  and  carpet 
mills  becaiise  they  would  not  be  signifi¬ 
cantly  impacted  due  to  their  superior 
financial  structure. 

(6)  The  comment  was  made  that  al¬ 
though  pollutants  such  as  chromium, 
phenol  and  sulfide  have  been  identified 
in  the  waste  waters  from  this  industry, 
the  proposed  limitations  were  not  re¬ 
sponsive  to  their  control.  Color  is  also 
present  and  no  controls  had  been  estab¬ 
lished. 

Chromium,  phenol  and  sulfide  are 
pollutants  that  have  been  identified  in 
the  wastes  from  the  textile  industry.  In¬ 
formation  is  available  on  these  pollutants 
from  EPA  sources  as  well  as  a  study  by 
the  American  Textile  Manufactures  In¬ 
stitute  and  the  Carpet  and  Rug  Institute. 
Therefore,  specific  limits  have  been  es¬ 
tablished  for  these  parameters.  Sub¬ 
stantial  reductions  in  the  discharge  of 
these  pollutants  are  possible  through  the 
application  of  the  best  practicable  con¬ 
trol  technology  along  with  strict  man¬ 
agement  controls  over  in-plant  prac¬ 
tices.  High  levels  of  color  are  also  iden¬ 
tified  in  textile  waste  waters.  Technology 
to  control  color  is  available  but  not 
practicable  because  the  economic  feasi¬ 
bility  of  this  technology  has  not  been 
established. 

(7)  Concern  was  expressed  that  efflu¬ 
ent  limitations  based  on  the  best  avail¬ 
able  control  technology  were  too  strin¬ 
gent  and  that  COD  limitations  could  not 
be  achieved. 

New  data  on  BOD,  TSS  and  COD  has 
been  received  and  it  is  recognized  that 
some  of  the  proposed  limitations  for  1983 
were  not  representative  of  best  available 
control  technology.  Multi-media  filtra¬ 
tion  will  remove  TSS  to  lower  levels  (5-8 
mg/1)  than  proposed.  Chemical  coagula¬ 
tion  and  clarification  will  remove  COD 
from  the  waste  water  although  some  of 
the  proposed  COD  limitations  were  too 
string^t  in  light  of  the  residual  COD 
after  biological  treatment.  Limitations 
have  been  revised  to  reflect  the  best 
available  control  technology  economi¬ 
cally  achievable. 

(8)  A  comment  was  made  that  wool 
finishing  plants  that  utilize  recycled 
wool  fibers  should  be  Included  in  a  sub¬ 
category  separated  from  virgin  wool 
finishers,  and  be  given  different  effluent 
limitations  than  virgin  wool  finishers. 

The  Agency  recognizes  that  differences 
exist  between  recycled  wool  fibers  and 
virgin  wool  fibers.  The  raw  materials 
have  some  different  properties  that  re¬ 
quire  modifications  to  the  standard  man- 
lifacturing  processes.  The  dyeing,  fulling 
and  scouring  processes  for  recycled  fibers 
appear  to  result  in  somewhat  more  pol¬ 
lutant  discharge  than  virgin  wool  proc¬ 
esses.  However,  the  raw  waste  lo^ng 
of  BOD5,  TSS  and  COD  for  virgin  fibers 
are  similar  to  loadings  for  recycled  fibers. 
In  addition,  the  treatability  of  the  waste 
waters  from  the  two  processes  is  similar. 
Therefore,  no  additional  segmentation  of 
the  wool  finishing  subcategory  is  neces¬ 
sary. 
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(9)  One  commenter  suggested  that 
fecal  conform  standards  for  1977  were 
too  stringent  and  should  be  dictated  by 
water  quality  standards. 

Available  information  shows  waste 
waters  in  this  industry  are  frequently 
high  in  colifoim  (indicator  organism) 
bacteria.  Disinfection  is  consequently  a 
necessary  adjunct  to  the  effluent  limits. 
However,  for  economic  reasons  coliform 
limits  have  been  omitted  from  all  sub¬ 
categories  except  dry  processing  ‘sub¬ 
category  3)  for  1977  limitations;  1983 
limitations  for  fecal  coliforms  are  readily 
achievable  by  chlorination,  ozonation  or 
other  possible  methods  for  disinfecting 
water.  Reliance  on  water  quality  stand¬ 
ards  would  not  be  appropriate  for  tech¬ 
nology  based  guidelines,  since  the  water 
quality  standards  relate  only  to  the 
possible  need  to  disinfect  to  a  higher 
quality  than  required  by  the  effluent 
limitations  in  order  to  protect  in-stream 
quality. 

<  10)  The  objection  was  raised  that  the 
EPA  subcategorization  of  this  indxistry 
was  developed  without  adequate  consid¬ 
eration  of  plant  age. 

As  constructed,  older  manufacturing 
facilities  tend  to  be  multi-storied,  with 
manufacturing  lines  located  on  several 
floors  and  confined  to  small  areas.  Newer 
plants  have  been  designed  as  single¬ 
storied  buildings  with  equipment  and  lo¬ 
cations  designed  for  cleaner,  more  main¬ 
tenance-free  operation.  Nevertheless, 
newer  plants  do  not  have  process  waste 
water  streams  significantly  larger  in  vol¬ 
ume  or  higher  In  loading  than  older 
plants.  Older  plants  generally  have  high 
pollution  generating  operations  located 
on  the  ground  floor  and  thus  waste  wa¬ 
ters  from  these  units  operations  resemble 
those  of  newer  plants.  Older  plants  have 
had  to  install  some  new  equipment  and 
thus  they  further  resemble  new  plants. 
In-plant  water  reuse/recycle  may  be 
somewhat  more  difficult  in  older  mills, 
but  it  is  technically  feasible  and  it  is 
done.  Therefore,  small  waste  water  vol¬ 
ume  and  loading  differences  may  occur 
between  new  and  old  plants,  but  these 
differences  are  not  sigr^cant  enough  to 
warrant  different  treatment  systems  or 
separate  subcategories. 

(11)  It  was  remarked  that  proposed 
effluent  limitations  for  BOD5  would  re¬ 
quire  treatment  to  levels  less  than  10 
mg/1,  a  level  very  difficult  to  maintain. 

Effluent  levels  for  BOD5  have  been 
recomputed  based  on  new  information 
and  the  BODS  levels  for  the  textile  sub¬ 
categories  using  the  mean  water  usage 
range  from  13  to  212  mg/1  with  an  aver¬ 
age  concentration  of  61  mg/1, 

(12)  The  conunent  was  made  that 
activated  carbon  will  adsorb  the  varied 
chemicals  (COD)  from  bleaching,  dye¬ 
ing  and  finishing  operations  experienced 
throughout  the  textile  industiy,  but  its 
effectiveness  has  not  been  demonstrated. 

Proposed  limitations  for  1983  were 
based  on  activated  carbon  adsorption. 
Because  of  ectmomic  consideration, 
activated  carbon  has  been  replaced  with 
chemical  coagulaUon/clarlflcatlon.  Acti¬ 
vated  carbon  remains  an  alternative 
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technology  to  achieve  the  BATEA  limita¬ 
tions  for  COD  and  color. 

(13)  The  comment  was  made  that  wa¬ 
ter  usage  information  on  wool  finishers 
(subcategory  2)  was  incorrect  as  water 
usage  is  between  30-100  gal/lb  rather 
than  13.8  gal/lb.  EfBuent  limits  and  costs 
would  thus  not  be  correct.  Also,  it  was 
argued  that  all  fibers  processed  on  wool 
equipment  should  be  included  in  sub- 
category  2. 

Limitations  have  been  establislied 
based  on  30  gal/lb  of  dry  wool,  a  level 
that  has  been  demcmstrated  by  plant  G. 
Revised  costs  have  also  been  made  based 
on  this  level  and  thus  are  representative 
of  actual  costs.  Regarding  broadening 
subcategory  2  to  include  processing  all 
fibers  on  wool  processing  equipment,  EPA 
data  does  not  justify  this  change  either 
technically  or  economically. 

(14)  Concern  was  expressed  that  pilot 
plant  Information  was  used  for  the 
establishment  of  effluent  guidelines  for 
wool  scouring  plants;  this  plant  was  op¬ 
erated  under  economically  impossible 
conditions. 

The  pilot  plant  was  not  used  as  the 
basis  for  the  BPCTCA  limitations,  and 
its  use  in  establishing  BACTEA  limita¬ 
tions  is  justified  because  the  pilot  study 
demonstrated  technical  feasibility  and 
an  economic  impact  analysis  Indicated 
its  use  would  be  economicsdly  achievable 
for  wool  scorning  plants. 

(15)  It  was  stated  that  “typical”  textile 
mills  do  not  exist  and  thus  guidelines  and 
permits  should  be  written  on  a  plant  by 
plant  basis  with  careful  regard  for  water 
quality  requirements. 

The  intent  of  the  Act  is  that  EPA  de¬ 
fine  national  standards;  it  was  not  con¬ 
templated  that  guidelines  would  be  de¬ 
veloped  on  a  plant  by  plant  basis  for  any 
industry.  Moreover,  the  clear  purpose  of 
the  1972  amendments  to  the  Act  was  to 
shift  the  emphasis  of  the  water  pollution 
control  program  away  from  complete 
reliance  on  ambient  water  quality  to 
limitations  based  on  available  treatment 
technology.  It  is  the  Agency’s  opinion 
that  typical  subcategories  do  exist  and 
that  the  establishment  of  these  sitb- 
categories  has  been  justified  on  the  basis 
of  similarity  in  manufacturing  processes 
and  waste  water  characteristics.  Fur¬ 
ther,  flexibility  to  deal  with  plants  whose 
situation  is  fundamentally  different  from 
situations  accoimted  for  in  the  guidelines 
has  been  provided.  See  change  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (9),  below. 

(16)  The  cmnment  was  made  that 
monitoring  costs  may  be  large  and 
should  be  Included  in  each  plant’s  cost 
estimation. 

Monitoring  requirements  are  set  by 
permit  and  the  amount  of  sampling  is 
established  with  consideraticm  for  econo¬ 
mic  achlevability.  SanmUng  for  total 
chromium,  phenol,  and  sulfide,  however, 
should  be  performed  at  a  frequency  less 
than  that  for  BOD,  TSS,  or  COD. 

(17)  It  was  suggested  that  the  propo¬ 
sal  made  to  the  Administrator  by  the 
Effluent  Standai^  and  Water  Quality 
Information  Advisory  Committee  that  a 
significantly  different  approach  be  taken 


in  the  development  of  effluent  guidelines 
generally,  be  endorsed. 

The  committee’s  proposal  is  under 
evaluation  as  a  contrlbutkm  toward  fu¬ 
ture  refinements  on  guidelines  for  some 
industries.  The  committee  has  Indicated 
that  their  proposed  methodology  could 
not  be  developed  in  sufficient  time  to  be 
available  for  the  current  phase  of  guide¬ 
line  promulgation,  which  is  proceeding 
according  to  a  court-ordered  schedule. 
Its  present  state  of  development  does  not 
provide  sufficient  evidence  to  warrant  the 
Agency’s  delaying  issuance  of  any  stand¬ 
ard  in  hopes  that  an  alternative  ap¬ 
proach  might  be  preferable. 

(b)  Revision  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  prior  to  promulgation.  As  a  result  of 
public  comments  and  continuing  review 
and  evaluation  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  by  the  EPA,  the  following  changes 
have  been  made  in  the  regulation. 

(1)  Efflu^t  limitations  for  aU  sub¬ 
categories  have  been  revised  based  upon 
the  submission  of  a  more  complete  data 
base.  BOD5,  TSS  and  COD  data  was 
thoroughly  reviewed. 

(2)  A  new  subcategory  has  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  EPA  subcategorization  to 
describe  commission  finishing;  commis¬ 
sion  finishing  was  omitted  frcMU  EPA’s 
proposed  subcategorization. 

(3)  The  definition  of  the  pr{«>osed 
subcategory  for  “Greige  MiUs”  has  been 
more  clearly  defined  to  include  three  pro¬ 
posed  industry  subcategories:  Coated 
fabrics,  laminated  fabrics,  tire  cord 
fabrics  felts;  carpet  tufting  and  carpet 
backing;  and  greige  goods  mills.  ’The 
name  of  the  subcategory  has  been 
changed  to  “Dry  Processing”. 

(4)  Different  effluent  limitations  for 
COD  have  been  established  for  different 
maniifacturing  processes  and  different 
fabric  types  in  the  woven  and  knit  fabric 
finishing  subcategories  and  the  carpet 
mills  subcategory. 

(5)  New  source  performance  stand¬ 
ards  have  been  promulgated  based  on  the 
best  practicable  control  technology  cur¬ 
rently  available  plus  multi-media  filtra¬ 
tion  to  partially  control  TSS. 

(6)  Effluent  limitations  for  fecal  con¬ 
form  bacteria  have  been  deleted  frcmi  all 
subcategories  except  dry  processing  (sub¬ 
category  3)  for  the  1977  best  practicable 
limitations  and  new  source  performance 
standards.  Fecal  conform  limitations  re¬ 
main  for  the  best  available  technology 
limitations. 

(7)  Limitations  on  color  have  been 
established  for  1983  with  the  recognition 
that  refinement  in  the  color  discharge 
limits  may  be  required  due  to  technologi¬ 
cal  or  economic  factors. 

(8)  Effluent  limitations  for  total  chro¬ 
mium,  phenol  and  sulfide  have  been  es¬ 
tablished  for  1977  and  1983  levels  of  pol¬ 
lutant  removal.  Limits  are  based  on  re¬ 
movals  expected  through  strict  in-plant 
waste  water  management  and  biological 
treatment. 

(9)  Secticm  3(H(b)(l)(B)  of  the  Act 
provides  for  “guidelines”  to  implement 
the  uniform  national  standards  of  sec¬ 
tion  301(b)  (1)  (A) .  Thus  Congress  recog¬ 


nized  that  some  flexibility  was  necessai'y 
in  order  to  take  into  account  the  com¬ 
plexity  of  the  Industrial  world  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  practicability  of  pchution 
control  technology.  In  conformity  with 
the  Congressi(Hxal  Intent  and  in  recogni¬ 
tion  of  the  possible  failure  of  these  regu¬ 
lations  to  account  for  all  factors  bearing 
on  the  practicability  of  control  technol¬ 
ogy,  It  was  concluded  that  some  provision 
was  needed  to  authorize  flexibility  in  the 
strict  application  of  the  limitations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  regulation  where  required 
by  special  circiunstances  applicable  to 
individual  dischargers.  Accordingly,  a 
provlslOTi  allowing  flexibility  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  limitations  represent¬ 
ing  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  has  been  added  to 
eadi  subpart,  to  account  for  special  cir¬ 
cumstances  that  may  not  have  been  ade¬ 
quately  accounted  for  when  these  regula¬ 
tions  were  developed. 

(c)  Economic  impact.  Hie  above  men¬ 
tioned  changes  have  significantly  af¬ 
fected  the  conclusions  of  the  economic 
study  of  the  proposed  regulation.  Because 
most  effluent  limitations  are  less  stringent 
than  originally  proposed,  and  chlorina¬ 
tion  has  been  omitted  from  BPCTTCA  and 
chemical  coagulation  has  replaced  ac- 
tived  carbon  in  BATEA,  the  economic 
impact  has  actually  been  significantly 
decreased.  Only  three  plants  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  Impacted  and  these  plants 
are  expected  to  close  prior  to  1977 
whether  effluent  limitations  exist  or  not. 

(d)  Cost-benefit  analysis.  The  detri¬ 
mental  effects  of  the  constituents  of 
waste  waters  now  discharged  by  point 
sources  within  the  Textile  Industry  point 
source  category  are  discussed  in  section 
VI  of  the  report  entitled  “Development 
Docviment  for  Effluent  Limitations  Guide¬ 
lines  for  the  Textile  ^Cllls  Point  Source 
Category”  (June  1974) .  It  is  not  feasible 
to  quantify  in  economic  terms,  particu¬ 
larly  on  a  national  basis,  the  costs  result¬ 
ing  from  the  discharge  of  these  pollut¬ 
ants  to  our  Nation’s  waterways.  Never¬ 
theless,  as  Indicated  in  section'  VI,  the 
pollutants  discharged  have  stubstantlal 
and  damaging  impacts  on  the  quality 
of  water  and  therefore  on  its  capacity  to 
support  healthy  populations  of  wildlife, 
fish  and  other  aquatic  biota  and  oa  its 
suitability  for  industrial,  recreational  and 
drinking  water  supply  uses. 

The  total  cost  of  implementing  the  ef¬ 
fluent  limitations  guidelines  includes  the 
direct  capital  and  operating  costs  of  the 
pollution  control  technology  employed  to 
achieve  compliance  and  the  indirect  eco¬ 
nomic  and  environmental  costs  identified 
in  Section  Vin  and  in  the  supplementary 
report  entitled  ^‘Economic  Analysis  of 
Proposed  Effluent  Guidelines — ^Textile  In¬ 
dustry”  (March  1974) .  Implementing  the 
effliient  limitations  guidelines  will  sub¬ 
stantially  reduce  the  environmental 
harm  which  would  otherwise  be  attribu¬ 
table  to  the  continued  discharge  of  pol¬ 
luted  waste  waters  from  existing  and 
newly  constructed  plants  in  the  textile 
Industry.  The  Agency  believes  that  the 
boiefits  ox  thus  reducing  the  pollutants 
discharged  jiistlfy  the  associated  costs 
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which,  though  substantial  in  absolute 
terms,  represent  a  relatively  small  per¬ 
centage  of  the  total  capital  investment 
in  the  Industry. 

(e)  Publication  of  information  on 
processes,  procedures,  or  operating  meth¬ 
ods  which  result  in  the  elimination  or 
reduction  of  the  discharge  of  pollutants. 
In  conformance  with  the  requirements 
of  Section  304(c)  of  the  Act.  a  manual 
entitled,  “Development  Docmnent  for 
Effluent  Limitations  Guidelines  and  New 
Somce  Performance  Standards  for  the 
Textile  Industry  Manufacturing  Segment 
of  the  Textile  Industry  Point  Somce 
Category,”  will  be  puWished  and  is  avail¬ 
able  for  purchase  in  the  near  future 
from  the  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402  for  a  nominal 
fee. 

(f )  Final  rulemaking.  In  consideration 
of  the  foregoing,  40  CPR  Chapter  I,  Sub¬ 
chapter  N  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
a  new  Part  410,  Textile  Industry  Point 
Source  Category,  to  read  as  set  forth 
below.  This  final  regulation  is  promul¬ 
gated  as  set  forth  below  and  shall  be 
effective  Jxily  5,  1974. 

Dated  June  25, 1974. 

John  Quarles, 

Acting  Administrator. 

Subpart  A — ^Mfool  SoourSn|'  Subcategory 

Sec. 

410.10  AppUcabillty;  description  of  the 

wool  scouring  subcategory. 

410.11  Specialized  deflnitions. 

410.13  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 
resenting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

410.13  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technol¬ 
ogy  economically  achievable. 

410.14  [Reserved] 

410.16  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
sources. 

410.16  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

Subpart  B — ^Wool  Finishing  Subcategoiy 
410.20  ApplicabUity;  description  of  the  wool 
finishing  subcategory. 

410.31  Specialized  definitions. 

410.22  Effluent  limltaticms  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

410.23  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  ot  the  best  available  technol¬ 
ogy  economically  achievable. 

410.24  [Reserved] 

410.26  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
sources. 

410.26  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

Subpart  C — Dry  Processing  Subcategory 

410.30  Applicability;  description  of  the  dry 

processing  subcategory. 

410.31  Specialized  definitions. 

410.33  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 
senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 
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Sec. 

410.33  ,  Effluent  llmltaticms  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technol¬ 
ogy  economically  acdiievable. 

410.34  [Reserved] 

410.36  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
sources. 

410.36  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

Subpart  D — ^Woven  Fabric  Finishing  Subcategory 

410.40  Applicability;  description  of  the 

woven  fabric  finishing  subcategory. 

410.41  Specialized  definitions. 

410.42  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

410.43  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technol¬ 
ogy  economically  achievable. 

410.44  [Reserved] 

410.45  Standards  of  performance  for  new 

sources. 

410.46  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 

sources. 

Subpart  E — Knit  Fabric  Finishing  Subcategory 

410.50  Applicability;  description  of  the  knit 

fabric  finishing  subcategory. 

410.51  Specialized  definitions. 

410.52  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

410.53  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technol¬ 
ogy  economically  achievable. 

410.54  [Reserved] 

410.55  Standards  of  performance  for  new 

sources. 

410.56  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 

sources. 

Subpart  F — Carpet  Mill  Subcategory 

410.60  Applicability;  description  of  the 

carpet  mill  subcategory. 

410.61  Specialized  definitions. 

410.62  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

410.63  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable. 

410.64  [Reserved] 

410.65  Standards  of  performance  for  new 

sources. 

410.66  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 

sovirces. 

Subpart  G — Stock  and  Yam  Dyeing  and 
Finishing  Subcategory 

410.70  Applicability;  description  of  the 

stock  and  yam  dyeing  and  finish¬ 
ing  subcategory. 

410.71  Specialized  definitions. 

410.72  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent  re¬ 
duction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

410.73  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  repre¬ 

senting  the  degree  of  effluent  re- 
'  duction  attainable  by  the  ^plica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable. 
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Sec. 

410.74  [Reserved] 

410.76  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
sources. 

410.78  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

AxrruoRiTT:  Secs.  301,  304(b),  (c),  306(b), 
(o),  307(c),  Federal  Water  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Act,  as  amended,  (the  Act)  (33  C.S.C. 
1251,  1311,  1314(b),  (c),  1316(b),  (c). 

1317(c) ) ;  86  Stat.  816  et  seq.;  Pub.  L.  92-600. 

Subpart  A — ^Wool  Scouring  Subcategory 

§  410.10  ApplicabUity;  description  of 
the  wool  scouring  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  process  waste  water  dis¬ 
charges  resulting  from  the  following 
types  of  textile  mills;  Wool  scouring, 
topmaking,  and  general  cleaning  of  raw 
wool. 

§410.11  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and  meth¬ 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CPR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “wool”  shall  mean  the 
dry  raw  wool  as  it  is  received  by  the  wool 
scouring  mill. 

(c)  The  term  “oil  and  grease”  shall  be 
measured  by  the  procedure  presented  in 
“Standard  Methods  for  the  Examination 
of  Water  and  Wastewater,”  13th  Edition, 
1971. 

(d)  Tlie  term  “color”  shall  mean  that 
color  as  measured  by  the  tristimulus 
method  as  described  in  “Standard  Meth¬ 
ods  for  the  Examination  of  Water  and 
Wastewater”  (13th  Edition). 

(e)  The  term  “commission  scouring” 
shall  mean  the  scouring  of  wool,  50  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  which  is  owned  by  others, 
in  mills  that  are  51  percent  or  more  inde¬ 
pendent  (i.e.  only  a  minority  ownership 
by  company  (ies)  with  greige  or  inte¬ 
grated  operations) ;  the  mills  must  proc¬ 
ess  20  percent  or  more  of  their  commis¬ 
sioned  production  through  batch,  non- 
continuous  processing  operation. 

§  410.12  Effluent  limitations  guideline.^ 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  tbe  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set  forth 
in  this  section,  EPA  took  into  account  all 
information  it  was  able  to  collect,  de¬ 
velop  and  solicit  with  respect  to  factors 
(such  as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  ma¬ 
terials,  manufacturing  processes,  prod¬ 
ucts  produced,  treatment  technology' 
available,  energy  requirements  and  costs) 
which  can  affect  the  Industry  subcate¬ 
gorization  and  effluent  levels  established. 
It  is,  however,  possible  that  data  whicli 
would  affect  ^ese  limitations  have  not 
been  available  and,  as  a  result,  these 
limitations  should  be  adjusted  for  cer¬ 
tain  plants  in  this  industry.  An  individ¬ 
ual  discharger  or  other  interested  person 
may  submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  (or  to  the  State,  If  the  State 
has  the  authority  to  issue  NPDES  per¬ 
mits)  that  factors  relating  to  the  equip¬ 
ment  or  facilities  involved,  the  process 
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applied,  or  other  such  factors  related  to 
such  discharger  are  fundamentally  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  factors  considered  in  the 
establishment  of  the  giiidelines.  On  the 
basis  of  such  evidence  or  other  available 
information,  the  Regional  Administrator 
(or  the  State)  will  make  a  written  finding 
that  such  factors  are  or  are  not  fimda- 
mentally  different  for  that  facility  com¬ 
pared  to  those  specified  in  the  Devel(H>- 
ment  Document.  If  such  fvmdamentally 
different  factors  are  found  to  exist,  the 
Regional  Administrator  or  the  State  shall 
establish  for  the  discharger  effluent  limi¬ 
tations  in  tile  NPDES  permit  either  more 
or  less  stringent  than  the  limitations  es¬ 
tablished  herein,  to  the  extent  dictated 
by  such  fimdamentally  different  factors. 
Such  limitations  must  be  approved  by  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  The  Administrator  may 
approve  or  disapprove  such  limitations, 
specify  other  limitations,  or  initiate  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  revise  these  regulations. 

(a)  The  following  limitations  establish 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  the  pollutants 
or  pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
secticm,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  cuirently 
available: 


Effluf-nt  Uniitations 


§  410.13  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable. 

(a)  The  following  limitations  establish 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  title 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  appUcation  of  the  best 
available  technolc^y  economically 
achievable: 


Effluont  linUtations 


Effluent 

ciiarm-teristic 

Maxlimim  for 
any  one  day 

Average  of  daily 
values  for  thirty 
consecutive  days 
shall  uot  exceed 

(Metric 

'  uniu)  kg;kkg  of  product 

BOD5 . 

.  4.8 . 

Z4 

T.S8 . 

.  4.0 . . . 

2.0 

COD . 

.  86.0.... . . 

18.0 

Oil  and  Grease _ 

.  2.0 . 

I.O 

Total  Chromium. 

.0.05 . 

a  026 

Phenol.. . 

.0.05 . 

0.025 

Sulfide. . 

.  0.10 . 

ao6 

Color . 

.  Shall  not  excce<l 

600AEHA 

units. 

Fwal  Colifonn .  MEN  shall  not 


excoed  400 
counts  per  100 
nil. 

pH.  .  . Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
0.0. 


Effluent  Umltations 


E  ffluent  Average  of  dai  ly 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 


BOD5 . 

..  10.6 . 

6.3 

T88 . 

..  10.6 . 

6.3 

COD . 

..  138.0 . 

69.  0 

Oil  and  Grease... 

..  7.2. . 

a6 

Total  Chromium. 

-.  0.10 . 

0.06 

Phenol . 

..  0.10 . 

ao5 

Biilfide . 

..  0.20 . '... 

0  10 

pH . 

. .  Within  the 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(English  units)  IbAOOO  Ih  of  product 


BOD6.,. . 

TSS . 

COD . 

..  10.6 . 

..  10.6 . 

..  138J) . 

6.3 

6.3 

69.0 

Oil  and  Grease... 

-.  7J2 . 

3.6 

Total  Chromium. 

..  0.10 . 

ao6 

Phenol . 

..  0.10 . 

a  06 

..  0.20 . 

U  10 

Pll . 

..  Within  the 
range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(b)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
are  allowed  any  point  source  subject  to 
such  effluent  limitations  that  scours  wool 
through  “commission  scouring”  as  de¬ 
fined  above. 


Effluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  uniL<)  kg/kkg  of  product 

6.3 

16.1 

69.0 

3.6 

0.05 

0.05 

0.10 

BOD3 . 

10.6 . 

T88 . 

fWID . 

32.2 . 

138.0 . 

PU  and  Grease . 

Total  Chromium... 

7.2 . 

0.10 . 

0.10 . 

0.20... . 

pH . 

Within  the 
range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(English  units)  lh/1000  lb  of  product 

BOD3 . 

.  10.6 . 

6.3 

TSS . 

.  32.2 . 

16.1 

COD  . 

.  138.0 . 

69.0 

on  and  Grease _ 

.  7.2 . 

ae 

Total  Chranium.. 

.  0.10 . 

0.05 

PhMIOl  _ 

.  0.10 . 

ao6 

Sulfide . 

.  0.20 . 

0. 10 

pH.. . 

.  WitUn  the 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(b)  AdditkMial  allocations  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
are  allowed  any  point  soioxe  sidDJect  to 
such  effluent  limitations  that  scours  wo(d 
through  “o(Enmission  scouring”  as  de¬ 
fined  above. 


(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 


BOD5 . 

4.8 . 

2.4 

TSS . 

4.0 . 

2.0 

COD . . 

36.0 . 

lao 

Oil  and  Grease . 

2.0 . 

1.0 

Total  t’hromium... 

0.06 . 

a  026 

PhenoL . 

.  0.05 . 

a  026 

,  0.10 . 

ao6 

600  AEIIA 

units. 

Fecal  Colifonn _ 

.  MEN  shall  not  . 

exceed  4C0 

counts  per 

100  ml. 

pll  .  . 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(b)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  eetab- 
lUftxed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
are  allowed  any  point  source  subject  to 
such  effluent  limitations  that  scours  wool 
through  “commission  scouring”  as  de¬ 
fined  above. 

§  410.14  [Reserved] 

§  410.15  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 

(a)  The  following  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  establish  the  quantity  or  qual¬ 
ity  of  pollutants  or  pollutant  pn^rtles. 
controlled  by  this  section,  which  may  be 
discharged  by  a  new  source  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  subpart: 


§  410.10  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  imder  sec¬ 
tion  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source  within 
the  wool  scouring  subcategeny,  which  is 
a  user  of  a  publicly  owned  treatment 
works  (and  which  would  be  a  new  source 
subject  to  section  306  of  the  Act,  if  it 
were  to  discharge  pdllutants  to  the  navi¬ 
gable  waters),  shsiu  be  the  standard  set 
forth  in  40  CFR  Part  128,  except  that,  for 
the  purpose  of  this  section,  40  CFR 
128.133  shall  be  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

In  addition  to  the  prohlbitlone  set  forth 
In  40  CFR  128.131,  the  pretJ^atment  standard 
for  incompatible  pollutants  Introduced  into 
a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  shall  be 
the  standard  of  performance  tor  new  sources 
specified  in  40  CFR  410.16;  provided  that,  if 
the  publicly  owned  treatment  works  which 
receives  the  pollutants  is  committed.  In  Its 
NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  specified  per¬ 
centage  of  any  incompatible  pollutant,  the 
pretreatment  standard  applicable  to  users  of 
such  treatment  works  shall,  except  In  the 
case  of  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
of  pollutants,  be  correspondingly  reduced  in 
stringency  for  that  pollutant. 

Subpait  B — Wool  Finishing  Subcategory 

.§  410.20  Applicability ;  description  of 
the  wool  finishing  subategory. 

The  provlsi(xis  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  process  waste  water  discharges 
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resulting  from  the  following  ^pes  of 
textile  mills:  Wool  finishers,  Including 
carbonizing,  fulling,  dyeing,  bleew^hlng, 
rinsing,  fire  proofing,  and  other  such 
similar  processes. 

§  410.21  Specialized  definitioiu. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpari: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbrevlatloDs  and 
methods  of  anaylsls  set  forth  in  40  CFR 
Part  401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “fiber”  shall  mean  the 
dry  wool  and  other  fibers  as  received  at 
the  wool  mill  for  processing  Into  wool 
and  blended  products. 

(c)  The  term  “color^  shall  mean  that 
color  as  measured  by  the  tristimulus 
method  as  described  In  “Standard 
Methods  for  the  Examination  of  Water 
and  Wastewater”  (13th  Edition). 

(d)  The  term  “commission  finishing” 
shall  mean  the  finishing  of  textile  mate¬ 
rials,  50  percent  or  more  of  which  are 
own^  by  others,  in  mills  that  are  51 
percent  or  more  Independent  (l-e^  only 
a  minority  ownership  by  company  (ies) 
with  greige  or  integrate  operations) ; 
the  mills  must  process  20  percent  or  more 
of  their  commissioned  production 
through  batch,  non-continuous  process¬ 
ing  operation  with  50  percent  or  more  of 
their  commissioned  orders  processed  in 
5,000-yards  or  smaller  lots. 

§  410.22  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set 
forth  In  this  section,  EPA  took  Into  ac¬ 
count  all  information  It  was  able  to  col¬ 
lect,  develop  and  solicit  with  respect  to 
factors  (such  as  age  and  size  of  plant, 
raw  materials,  manufacturing  processes, 
products  produced,  treatment  technology 
available,  energy  requirements  and 
costs)  which  can  affect  the  industry  sub- 
categorlzatlon  and  efBuent  levels  estab¬ 
lished.  It  Is.  however,  possible  that  data 
which  would  affect  these  limitations  have 
not  been  available  and,  as  a  result,  these 
limitations  should  be  adjusted  for  cer¬ 
tain  plants  In  this  Industry.  An  individ¬ 
ual  discharger  or  other  interested  persmi 
may  submit  evidence  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  (or  to  the  State,  If  the 
State  has  the  authority  to  Issue  NPDES 
permits)  that  factors  relating  to  the 
equipment  or  facilities  Involved,  the 
process  applied,  or  other  such  factors 
related  to  such  discharger  are  funda¬ 
mentally  different  from  the  factors  con¬ 
sidered  In  the  establishment  of  the 
guidelines.  On  the  basis  of  such  evidence 
or  other  available  information,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  the  State)  will 
make  a  written  finding  that  such  factors 
are  or  are  not  fundamentally  different 
for  that  facility  compared  to  those  speci¬ 


fied  in  the  Development  Document.  If 
such  fundamentally  different  factors  are 
found  to  exist,  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trate  or  the  State  shall  establish  tor 
the  discharger  effluent  limitations  In  the 
NPDES  permit  either  more  or  less  strin¬ 
gent  than  the  limitations  established 
herein,  to  the  extent  dictated  by  such 
fundamentally  different  factors.  Such 
limitations  must  be  approved  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  The  Administrator  may 
approve  or  disapprove  such  limitations, 
specify  other  limitations,  or  IniUate  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  revise  these  regulations. 

(a)  The  following  limitations  estab¬ 
lish  the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants 
or  pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 

E£Baent  Umltatlon* 

K  ffluent  Avenge  of  dally 

characteristio  Maiiinnm  for  valtMs  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 


RODS  - 

22.4 

11  2 

TBS . . 

17.6 

COD . . . 

163.0 . . 

61. 6 

Total  Chromium... 

0.14 . 

ao7 

n  u 

ao7 

Sulfide . . ; 

0.28 . 

a  14 

pH . 

range  6.0  to 

9.a 

(English  units)  IbflOOO  Ib  of  produet 


BODS  1-  •  -  -  - 

CWl4 

11.2 

TBS . 

.3S2 

17.6 

COD . 

KU  O  _ .  . . 

81.8 

Total  Chromium... 

0.14 . 

ao7 

n.i4 

ao7 

0.28  .  _ 

a  14 

pH . 

Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 

(b)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
are  allowed  any  point  source  subject  to 
such  effluent  limitations  that  finishes 
wool  or  blended  wool  fabrics  through 
“commission  finishing”  as  defined  above. 

§  410.23  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology 
economically  achiev  able. 

(a)  The  following  limitations  establish 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  (tf 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable: 


Xfflaaot  ImltatioM 

XflhMDt  Avifageot  daily 

eharaotMtatta  Maxlamai  foe  vahMs  for  thirty 
aoy  ooa  day  oooaeoatlva  days 
ahaO  act  exceed 


(Metzle  tndts)  kg/kkg  o(  produet 


BODS  . . .  . 

**  . 

40 

TSB . . . 

sn 

2.5 

COD  .  . 

64.2 _ 

27.1 

ons _ - 

a02S 

PhcooL . 

0.05 _  _ ’ 

a025 

Rill  AH*.  . 

0  10 

aos 

Color_ . 

Shan  not  exceed 

— 

600APHA 

units. 


Fecal  CoUronn..^i^ 

pW  - 

MPNahaHnot 
exceed  400 
counts  par  100 
mL 

rangaOjO  to 

9.a 

(EngUsh  units)  IbAOOO  Ib  M  product 

BODS  ...  ■ 

0.3 _  _ 3 

46 

TBS.  .  . 

6.0 . . j 

2.6 

COD  _ _ 

64.2 . 

27.1 

Total  Chromium _ 

n  OR  .  _  . 3 

a028 

O.OR  ..  _ - 

0.025 

Snifkia _ 

0.10 _ _ _ ! 

6l0§ 

600  APHA 
units. 

exceed  400 
counts  per  100 

Pli . 

■  Wiili  tlie  ran^a 

Aotogio. 

(b)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
are  allowed  any  p<^t  soiuce  subject  to 
such  effluent  limitations  that  finishes 
wool  or  blended  wool  fabrics  through 
“commission  finishing”  as  defined  above. 

§  410.24  [Reserved] 

§  410.25  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality 
of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section,  which  may  be 
discharged  by  a  new  source  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  subpart: 


Effluent  Bmltatlons 

E  ffluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristie  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 

any  ouo  day  conaeeutlve  days 
_ shali  not  exceed 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

BOD« . . . 22.4. . ;  11.2 

TBS _ ;  22.4. _ ;  1L2 

COD . .  163.0 . . :  81. 5 

Total  Chromium _ 0.14 _ :  0.07 

Phenol _  0.14.. _ :  UOT 

Sulftdc . .  a  28 . ;  a  14 

pH . . . Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


(English  units)  IbAOOO  Ib  of  product 

BOD« - 22.4. - -  Ita 

TBS _  22.4. _ ;  1L2 

COD . .  163.0 . . j  8L8 

Total  Chromium _ 0.14 _ a  07 

Phenol.. _  0.14.. 0.07 

Sulfide . .  0.28 . _j  a  14 

pH. ... _ Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.a 
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(b)  Additional  allocations  e<itial  to  the 
standards  of  performance  (except  pH) 
established  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec- 
ttoD  are  allowed  any  point  source  subject 
to  such  effluent  limitations  that  finishes 
wo(d  or  blended  wool  fabrics  through 
^‘commission  finishing”  as  defined  above. 

§  410.26  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  weol  finishing  subcategory, 
udiich  is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned  treat¬ 
ment  works  (and  which  would  be  a  new 
source  subject  to  section  906  of  the  Act, 

If  it  were  to  discharge  pollutants  to  the 
navigable  waters) ,  shall  be  the  standard 
set  forth  In  40  CHFH  Part  128,  except 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  this  section,  40 
cm  128.133  shall  be  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

In  atMIMoB  to  the  problbittons  set  forth 
lu  4S  CSFK  taSkjat,  the  prctBOOtment  standard 
(OT  MMoaos^ble  iKSIutentB  intMdnoed  into 
a  puMtaly  owned  treadmend  works  shall  be 
the  otoadard  of  peofevmaMe  for  new  seurces 
e|>eciacd  in  40  GFB  410^5;  provided  that,  if 
Oie  pubMcly  owned  treatment  works  which 
rooelvos  the  ponntants  is  oomniltted,  in  its 
WPPeo  piinolt  to  remove  s  specified  per- 
ooBtago  of  any  incompatible  pollutant,  the 
pcotreatmeni  standard  i4>pUoable  to  users  of 
raeb  treatment  works  sbaU,  except  in  the 
case  of  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
of  pollutants,  be  correspondingly  reduced  in 
■tringency  for  that  poUutant. 

Subpart  C — Dry  Processing  Subcategory 

§  410.30  Applicability;  description  of 
the  dry  processing  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  process  waste  water  dis¬ 
charges  resulting  from  the  following 
types  of  textile  mills:  Yam  manufacture, 
yam  texturizing,  unfinished  fabric  man¬ 
ufacture.  fabric  coating,  fabric  laminat¬ 
ing.  tire  cord  and  fabric  dipping,  and  car¬ 
pet  tufting  and  carpet  backing.  Rubber¬ 
ized  or  rubber  coated  fabrics  regulated 
by  40  cm  Part  428  are  specifically 
excluded. 

§  410.31  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart  ; 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and  meth¬ 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “product”  shall  mean 
the  final  material  produced  or  processed 
by  the  mill. 

§  410.32  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica* 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set  forth 
In  this  section,  EPA  took  into  account  all 
information  it  was  able  to  collect,  de¬ 
velop  and  solicit  wtih  respect  to  factors 
(such  as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  ma¬ 
terials,  manufacturing  processes,  prod¬ 
ucts  produced,  treatment  technology 
available,  energy  requirements  and  costs) 
which  can  affect  the  industry  subcate¬ 
gorization  and  effluent  levels  established. 
It  is,  however,  possible  that  data  which 
would  affect  these  limitations  have  not 
been  available  and,  as  a  result,  these 
limitations  should  be  adjusted  for  cer¬ 
tain  plants  in  this  industry.  An  Individual 
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discharger  or  other  Interested  person 
may  submit  evidence  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  (or  to  the  State,  if  the 
State  has  the  authority  to  Issue  NPDES 
permits)  that  factors  relating  to  the 
equipment  or  facilities  involved,  the 
process  applied,  or  other  such  factors  re¬ 
lated  to  such  discharger  are  fundamen¬ 
tally  different  from  the  factors  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  establishment  of  the  guide¬ 
lines.  On  the  basis  of  such  evidence  or 
other  available  Information,  ttie  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  the  State)  will 
make  a  written  finding  that  such  factors 
are  or  are  not  fimdamentally  different 
for  that  facility  ctHnpared  to  those  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  Development  Document.  If 
such  fundamentally  different  factors  are 
fovmd  to  exist,  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor  or  the  State  shall  establish  for  the 
discharger  effluent  limitations  in  the 
NPDES  permit  either  more  or  less  strin¬ 
gent  than  the  limitations  establl^ed 
herein,  to  the  extent  dictated  by  such 
fimdamentally  different  faotors.  Such 
Imitatkms  must  bo  approved  by  the  Ad- 
ministratcu'  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  The  Administrator  may 
approve  or  disapprove  such  hmitations, 
specify  other  limitations,  or  initiate  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  revise  these  regulations.  The 
following  limitations  establish  the  quan¬ 
tity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pollutant 
properties,  controlled  by  this  secticm, 
which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 


Eflhient  UmJUtloDS 

Eflhient  Av«nu«  of  dally 

oharacteristic  Maxlminn  for  vakne  for  thirty 
aiiy  one  day  eonseentlve  days 
diall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg.Oikg  of  product 


BOD5 . 

..  1.4 . 

a7 

T88 . 

..  1.4 . 

07 

COD . 

..  2.8 . 

1.4 

Focal  Coliform... 

..  MPN  shall  not  . 

exceed  400 
counts  per 

100  mL 

.... 

pn . 

...Within  the  . 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(English  units)  Ib/lOOO  lb  of  product 

BOD5 . 1.4 .  0.7 

T88 . 1.4 .  0  7 

COD . 2.8 .  1.4 

Fecal  Coliform . MPN  shall  not  . •• 

exceed  400 
counts  per 
100  ml. 

pll . Within  the  ^ . .3 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


§  410.33  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology 
e«;onomicaUy  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable: 


XWiunt  kmltatiODS 


XfDuint  Awiusefdally 

abaraetaristio  Maxbnnm  tor  aaluaa  tor  thirty 
say  ana  day  jawsBanttaa  days 
UmBaotaMaad 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 


BOD5. . 

-  0.4 . . 

03 

T88 . 

...  0.4 _ 

42 

COD . 

..  0.8 . 

44 

Fecal  CoUfonn... 

...  MPN  shall  not  . . 

exceed  400 

counts  per 

100  ml. 

pn . 

..Within  the  . 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 


BODff . 

. 0.4 . 

42 

T88 . 

. 0.4 . 

0.2 

COD . 

Focal  Coliform 

uU _ 

. OA. . 

. MPN  dm!  not  . 

exceed  400 
oounte  per 

KM  ml. 

_ WlfJiia  the 

44 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

§  410.34 

[Reserved] 

§  410.35  Standarfls  of  performance  fur 
new  sources. 


The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section,  which  may  be 
discharged  by  a  new  source  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  subpart: 


Effluent  limitations 


E  ffluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  tar  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 


ROTM 

1.4-_  . 

0.7 

T88 . 

..  1.4 . 

0.7 

COD . 

..  2.8 . 

1.4 

Fecal  Coliform... 

..  MPN  shaH  not  ........ 

exceed  400 
counts  per 
100  ml. 


pH . Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


(English  units)  Ib/1000  lb  of  product 

BODS . 

..  1.4 . 

0.7 

T88 . 

..  1.4 . 

47 

COD . 

..  2A . . . 

2.4 

Tecal  Coliform... 

..  MPN  shall  not  . 

exceed  400 
counts  per 

100  ml. 

nTT 

Within  the  _ 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

§  410.36  Prelreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  imder 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  dry  processing  subcategory, 
•  which  is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works  (and  which  would  be  a 
new  source  subject  to  section  306  of  the 
Act,  If  it  were  to  discharge  pollutants  to 
the  navigable  waters) ,  shall  be  the  stand¬ 
ard  set  forth  In  40  CFR  Part  128,  except 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  this  section,  40 
CFR  128.133  shall  be  amended  to  read  as 
follows; 
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lu  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth  in 
40  CFR  128.131,  the  pretreament  standard  for 
Incompatible  pollutants  Introduced  into  a 
publicly  owned  treatment  works  shall  be  the 
standard  of  performsmce  for  new  sources 
specified  in  40  CFR  410.35;  provided  that,  if 
the  publicly  owned  treatment  works  which 
receives  the  pollutants  Is  committed.  In  its 
NPDES  permit  to  remove  a  specified  per¬ 
centage  of  any  incompatible  pollutant,  tiie 
pretreatment  standard  applicable  to  users  of 
such  treatment  works  shall,  except  in  the 
case  of  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
of  pollutants,  be  cinrespondlngly  reduced  In 
stringency  for  that  pollutant. 

Subpart  D — ^Woven  Fabric  Finishing 
Subcategoty 

§  410.40  Applicability;  description  of 
the  woven  fabric  finishing  subcate* 
gory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  process  waste  water  dis¬ 
charges  resisting  from  the  following 
types  of  textile  mills:  Woven  fabric  fin¬ 
ishers,  which  may  include  any  or  all  of 
the  following  unit  operations:  Desizing, 
bleaching,  mercerizing,  dyeing,  printing, 
resin  treatment,  water  proofing,  flame 
proofing,  soil  repellency  application  and 
a  special  finish  application. 

§  410.41  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and  meth¬ 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b) '  The  term  “product”  shall  mean 
the  final  material  produced  or  processed 
by  the  mill. 

(c)  The  term  “color"  shall  mean  that 
color  as  measured  by  the  trlstimulus 
method  as  described  in  “Standard  Meth- 
Wastewater”  (13th  Edition). 

ods  for  the  Examination  of  Water  and 

(d)  The  term  “simple  manufacturing 
operation”  shall  mean  all  the  following 
unit  processes:  Desizlng,  fiber  prepara¬ 
tion  and  dyeing. 

(e)  The  term  “cwnplex  manufactur¬ 
ing  operation”  shall  mean  “simple”  unit 
processes  (desizlng,  fiber  preparation 
and  dyeing)  plus  any  additional  manu¬ 
facturing  operations  such  as  printing, 
water  proofing,  or  applying  stain  resist¬ 
ance  or  other  fimctional  fabric  finishes. 

(f)  The  term  “commission  finishing” 
shall  mean  the  finishing  of  textile  mate¬ 
rials,  50  percent  or  more  of  which  are 
owned  by  others,  in  mills  that  are  51 
percent  or  more  Independent  (i.e.  only 
a  minority  ownership  by  company(ies) 
with  greige  or  integrated  operations); 
the  mills  must  process  20  percent  or  more 
of  their  commissioned  production 
through  batch,  non-contlnuous  process¬ 
ing  operations,  with  50  percent  or  more 
of  their  commissioned  orders  processed 
in  5,000-yard  or  smaller  lots. 

§  410.42  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable  con¬ 
trol  technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set  forth 
in  this  section,  EPA  took  into  account  all 
Information  it  was  able  to  collect,  develop 
and  solicit  with  respect  to  factors  (such 
as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  materials, 
manufacturing  processes,  products  pro¬ 
duced,  treatment  technology  available. 
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energy  requirements  and  costs)  which 
can  affect  the  industry  subcategorization 
and  efSuent  levels  established.  It  is,  how¬ 
ever,  possible  that  data  which  would  af¬ 
fect  these  limitations  have  not  been 
available  and,  as  a  result,  these  limita¬ 
tions  should  be  adjusted  for  certain 
plants  in  this  indvistry.  An  indiAndual 
discharger  or  other  interested  person 
may  submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Ad- 
miiiistrator  (or  to  the  State,  if  the  State 
has  the  authority  to  issue  NPDES  per¬ 
mits)  that  factors  relating  to  the  equip¬ 
ment  or  facilities  involved,  the  process 
applied,  or  other  such  factors  related  to 
such  discharger  are  fundamentally  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  factors  considered  in 
the  establishment  of  the  guidelines.  On 
the  basis  of  such  evidence  or  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  (or  the  State)  will  make  a  written 
finding  that  such  factors  are  or  are  not 
ftmdamentally  different  for  that  facility 
compared  to  those  specified  in  the  De¬ 
velopment  Document.  If  such  fundamen¬ 
tally  different  factors  are  found  to  exist, 
the  Regional  Administrator  or  the  State 
shall  establish  for  the  discharger  effluent 
limitations  in  the  NPI^S  permit  either 
more  or  less  stringent  than  the  limita¬ 
tions  established  herein,  to  the  extent 
dictated  by  such  fundamentally  different 
factors.  Such  limitations  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  may  approve  or  disapprove 
such  limitations,  specify  other  limita¬ 
tions.  or  initiate  proceedings  to  revise 
these  regulations. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph' 
(e)  of  this  section  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  woven  fabrics  through 
simple  or  complex  manufacturing  oper¬ 
ations  employing  a  natural  fiber,  a  syn¬ 
thetic  fiber  or  a  natural  and  synthetic 
fiber  blend,  which  may  be  discharged 
by  a  point  source  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  subpart  after  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
ciurently  available: 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum  for 
any  one  day 

Average  of  daily 
values  for  thirty 
consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

BOD5. . 

..  6.6 . 

3.8 

T8S . 

„  17A . 

8.9 

COD . 

..  60.0 . 

30.0 

Total  Chromium. 

„  0.10 . 

0.05 

0.10 

6i05 

0.20 

0. 10 

pH . 

...  Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 


nnns  ...  _ 

6.6. 

3.3 

T88 . 

17.8 . 

8.9 

COD . 

60.0. . . 

30.0 

0.10  _ - 

a05 

0.10 _ _ _ 

0.06 

0.20 . . 

a  10 

Within  the  i...... 

range  6.0  to 

0.0. 
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(b)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality 
of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable  to 
the  finishing  of  woven  fabrics  through 
simple  manufacturing  operations  em¬ 
ploying  a  synthetic  fiber  or  complex 
manufacturing  operations  employing  a 
natural  fiber,  which  may  be  discharged 
by  a  point  source  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  subpart,  in  addition  to  the 
discharge  allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section. 

Effluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  of  daily 

cliaracteristio  Maximum  for  vallioB  for  thirty 
auy  one  day  consecutive  days 

_ shall  not  exet'ed 

_ (Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product _ 

COD . 20 . . 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 


COD . 20 . . W 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  woven  fabrics  through 
simple  manufacturing  operations  em¬ 
ploying  a  natural  and  synthetic  fiber 
blend  or  through  complex  manufactur¬ 
ing  operations  employing  a  synthetic 
fiber,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart,  in  addition  to  the  discharge 
allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

COD... 

. 40 . 

20 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 

COD... 

. 40 . 

20 

(d)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(e)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality 
of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  woven  fabrics  through 
complex  manufacturing  operations  em¬ 
ploying  a  natural  and  synthetic  fiber 
blend,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart,  in  addition  to  the  discharge 
allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  subpart. 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  dally 

characteristic  Maximum  tor  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

COD . 60 . . 

30 

(English  units)  lb/100  lb  of  product 

COD . 60 . .- 

80 
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(e)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  in  paragrimhs  (a),  (b),  (c)  and 

(d)  of  this  section  are  allowed  any  point 
source  subject  to  such  effluent  limitations 
that  finishes  woven  fabrics  through 
“commission  finishing**  as  defined  above. 

§  410.43  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  tlie  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology 
economically  acliievablc. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(e)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  woven  fabrics  through 
simple  or  a  complex  manufacturing  op¬ 
erations  employing  a  natural  fiber,  a  syn¬ 
thetic  and  fiber  or  natural  synthetic  fiber 
blend  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provlsicxui  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  available  technotogy  eeonomically 
achievable. 


Effluent  ItmUa  float 

Kfflunt  Avtisgs  •(  diffly 

sbaractsristie  limhanm  for  valatt  br  tMrty 
•nr  one  day  eomeMiUve  days 
•ball  B*t  tsoeed 


(Metric  units)  kg.likg  of  product 


bod* . . 

4  4 _ 

2.2 

T88 . 

8.0 . 

1.5 

COD  . 

20.0. . = 

lao 

Total  Chromium... 

0.10 . 

0.06 

Phonol _ 

0.10 . = 

aos 

Rnlfido . .  .  ...  - 

0.90  .  _ . 

a  10 

C^. . 

Bb^notex- 

ceedaoo 
APHA  units. 

Fceal  Conform.....  MPNtbffll  not  =-. 

exceed  400 
counts  per 
per  100  mL 


PI1..=..= 

range  8.0  to 

OA 

(English  units)  Ib/UOO  lb  of  product 

BODf 

_ _  4.4 _ _  • 

18 

T88 . 

_ 3.0 . 

1.6 

COD.._. 

_ 20.0 

MLO 

Total  Chromium...  0.10 _ : 

ao6 

_  0.10  .  _ • 

ao5 

BulSda.. 

_ _  0.20 

a  10 

Colsr.... 

oeed  800 
APHA  units. 

Fecal  CMifonn.....  MPN  sball  not  _ 

exceed  400 
•onnte  per  100 
ml. 


Wlttim  CD6  . . . 

range  6.0  to 

0.0. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  iH'operties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  woven  fabrics  through 
simple  manufacturing  operations  em¬ 
ploying  a  synthetic  fiber  or  through  com¬ 
plex  manufacturing  operations  employ¬ 
ing  a  natural  fiber,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart,  in  addition  to 
the  discharge  allowed  by  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  sectkm. 


Efflnsnt  BinUutlont 


Effluent  Avense  of  dally 

cbaraetaciatlo  Maximum  for  vahiM  far  thirty 
any  one  day  aonseenUca  days 
•ball  not  aseeed 


(Matrie  units)  kg/kkg  ot  product 


COD _ 6.8 . ^  8.8 


(EnfUsb  units)  IbAOOO  Ib  of  product 


COD . 6.6 .  A3 


(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita- 
ti(ms  estaUish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  woven  fabrics  through 
simple  manufacturing  operations  em¬ 
ploying  a  natural  and  synthetic  fiber 
blend  or  through  complex  manufacturing 
(Hierations  employing  a  synthetic  fiber, 
which  may  be  diecharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  proTlsimM  of  this 
snbpart,  in  addition  te  the  discharge 
allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  thia  section. 


ElBneat  HuCbilliiin 


Effluent  Avertce  of  daily 

ehaiaeteristic  Maximum  for  vahMs  for  thirty 
•uy  OM  day  eonseoutlvt  day* 
riiall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

COD_ . 13.4 . . 

A7 

(Eugllsh  units)  lh/1000  lb  of  product 

COD _ 18.4 _  . 

17 

(d)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(e)  of  this  section,  the  fcdlowlng  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  (juality  of 
poUutants  or  pollutant  properties,  o(m- 
troUed  by  this  section  and  attributable  to 
the  finishing  of  woven  fabrics  through 
complex  manufacturing  operations  em¬ 
ploying  a  natural  and  synthetic  fiber 
blend,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisiems  of 
this  subpart,  in  addition  to  discharge 
allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  subpart. 


Effluant  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  daily 

duraeterlstle  Maximum  for  vahiee  for  thirty 
any  one  day  eoneeentlve  days 
■ball  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  orodnet 


COD...^.^..i _ 20...= _ =_=i=  M 


(English  tinlto)  Hi/lOOO  lb  of  product 


COD . ; _ 20 _ .=  10 


(e)  Addltlcmal  allocations  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c)  and 
(d)  (rf  this  section  are  allowed  any  point 


§  410.44  [Reoerved] 

§  410.45  Stendarda  of  performance  fm: 
■ewaonrees. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(e)  (rf  this  section,  the  following  stand¬ 
ards  of  perfmmiance  establish  the  quan¬ 
tity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pollutant 
immerties,  ctmtrolled  by  this  section  an(l 
attributable  to  the  finishing  of  woven 
fabrics  through  simple  w  cmnplex  manu¬ 
facturing  operations  employing  a  natural 
fiber,  a  synthetic  fiber  or  a  natural  and 
sjmthetic  fiber  blend,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  new  point  source  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  subpart. 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Average  of  daily 
Moximam  for  values  for  thirty 
any  ooe  day  oonseoutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 

(Metric  units)  ltg./kkg  of  product 

BOD6 . 

6  6 _  _ 

3.3 

TS8 _ 

6.A . 

8.3 

«OD _ 

68.0 . . 

30.0 

Total  (Thromtaus... 

6.10 . 

0.05 

Fhnial  .  . . 

•  M  . 

0.05 

0.10 

pH . . 

WithlB  the 

■aayi  6.0  to 

ao. _ 

♦EngiWiffl  — dli)  Vbpm  a»  of  produa 


BO  D5  ...  •' .  . 
TRfl  .  .. 

AO . 

00 

3.3 

8.8 

OOD . 

60.0 . . 

80.0 

Total  r.hmminia 

0.K1._  _ 

ac5 

0  10 

ao5 

020 

0.10 

pH . 

Wltfeia  the 

range  6UI  to 

_ aa _ 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section,  the  following  stand¬ 
ards  of  performance  establish  the  quan¬ 
tity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pollutant 
properties,  controlled  by  this  section  and 
attributable  to  the  finishing  of  woven 
fabrics  through  simple  manufacturing 
operations  employing  a  S3mthetic  fiber  or 
through  complex  manufacturing  opera¬ 
tions  employing  a  natural  fiber,  which 
may  be  discharged  by  a  point  source  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart,  in 
addition  to  the  discharge  allowed  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. _ 

Effluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  of  dally 

ebaracteristie  Maximum  tor  valme  for  thirty 

any  one  day  eonseontlve  days 
_ shall  not  eaceed 

_ (Metrie  unite)  tg/lthg  of  product _ 

COD„ . aa .  10 


(English  units)  lh/1000  Ib  of  product 


COD _ 28 . .  10 


(c)  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section,  the  following  stand¬ 
ards  of  performance  establish  the  quan¬ 
tity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  ptfflutant 
properties,  (xmtroQed  by  this  section  and 
attributable  to  the  finishing  of  woven 
fabrics  through  simple  manufacturing 
op^ations  onidoylng  a  natural  aiul  syn¬ 
thetic  fiber  blend  or  through  complex 
maufa^urlng  operations  employing  a 
syntiietlc  fiber,  which  may  be  discharged 


source  subject  to  such  effluent  limitatkms 
that  finishes  woven  fabrics  through 
“c(Hnmi8si(m  finishing”  as  defined  above. 


by  a  point  semree  subject  to  the  provl- , 
slons  of  this  sul^Mrt,  in  addlUcm  to  the 
diadiarge  allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  ] 
this  sectloa. 
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Effluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  of  dally 

eharaoterlstle  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

COD . 40 . 

20 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 

COD . 40 . 

20 

(d)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(e)  of  this  section,  the  following  stand¬ 
ards  of  performance  establish  the  quan¬ 
tity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pollutant 
properties,  controlled  by  this  section  and 
attributable  to  the  finishing  of  woven 
fabrics  through  complex  manufacturing 
operations  employing  a  natural  and  S3fn- 
thetic  fiber  blend,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart,  in  additlcm 
to  the  discharge  allowed  by  paragTS4>h 

(a)  of  this  subpart. 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  dally 

characteristio  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 


COD . . 60 .  ao 


(English  units)  IbAOOO  lb  of  product 


COD . 60 .  ao 


(e)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  the 
standards  of  performance  (except  pH) 
established  in  parsigraphs  (a),  (b),  (c) 
and  (d)  of  this  section  are  allowed  any 
point  source  subject  to  such  standards 
of  performance  that  finishes  woven 
fabrics  through  “commission  finishing" 
as  defined  above. 

§  410.46  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307 (c>  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  woven  fabric  finishing  sub¬ 
category,  which  is  a  user  of  a  publicly 
owned  treatment  works  (and  which 
would  be  a  new  source  subject  to  section 
306  of  the  Act,  if  it  were  to  discharge 
pollutants  to  the  navigable  waters) , 
shall  be  the  standard  set  forth  in  40  CFR 
Part  128,  except  that,  for  the  purpose  of 
this  section,  40  C)FR  128.133  shall  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth 
In  40  CFR  128.131,  the  pre treatment  stand¬ 
ard  for  Incompatible  poUutants  introduced 
Into  a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  shaU 
be  the  standard  of  performance  for  new 
sources  specified  in  40  CFR  410.45;  provided 
that,  if  the  publicly  owned  treatment  works 
which  receives  the  pollutants  is  committed, 
in  its  NPDE3  permit,  to  remove  a  specified 
percentage  of  ahy  incompatible  pollutant, 
the  pretreatment  standard  applicable  to 
tisers  of  such  treatment  WOTks  shall,  except 


in  the  case  of  standards  providing  tor  no 
discharge  of  p^filutants,  be  oorre^mndlngly 
reduced  in  stringency  for  that  pollutant. 

Subpart  E — Knit  Fabric  Finishing 
Subcategory 

§  410.50  ApplicabOity;  description  of 
the  knit  fabric  finishing  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are 
applicable  to  process  waste  water  dis¬ 
charges  resulting  from  the  following 
types  of  textile  mills :  Knit  fabric  fin¬ 
ishers,  which  may  Include  any  or  all  of 
the  following  unit  operations:  Bleach¬ 
ing,  mercerizing,  dyeing,  printing,  resin 
treatment,  water  proofl^,  flame  proof¬ 
ing,  soil  repellency  application  emd 
application  of  special  finishes. 

§  410.51  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and 
methods  of  analysis  set  forth  In  40  CFR 
Part  401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “product"  shall  mean 
the  final  material  produced  or  processed 
by  the  mill. 

(c)  The  term  “color”  shall  mean  that 
color  as  meastu-ed  by  the  tristimulus 
method  as  described  in  “Standard 
Methods  for  the  Examination  of  Water 
and  Wastewater"  (13th  Edition). 

(d)  The  term  “simple  manufacturing 
operation"  shall  mean  all  the  following 
unit  processes:  Desizing,  fiber  prepara¬ 
tion  and  dyeing. 

(e)  The  term  “complex  manufactur¬ 
ing  operation"  shall  mean  “simple"  unit 
processes  (deslzing,  fiber  preparation 
and  dyeing)  plus  any  additional  manu¬ 
facturing  operations  such  as  printing 
applying  water  proofing,  stain  resistance 
or  other  functional  fabric  finishes. 

(f)  The  term  “commission  finishing” 
shall  mean  the  finishng  of  textile  mate¬ 
rials,  SO  percent  or  more  of  which  are 
owned  by  others,  in  mills  that  are  51 
percent  or  more  independent  (l.e.  only 
a  minority  ownership  by  company(ies) 
with  greige  or  Integrated  operations) ; 
the  mills  must  process  20  percent  or 
more  of  their  commissioned  production 
through  batch,  non-continuous  process¬ 
ing  operations,  with  50  percent  or  more 
of  their  commissioned  orders  processed 
in  5,000-yard  or  smaller  lots. 

§  410.52  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set  forth 
in  this  section,  EPA  took  into  account  all 
information  it  was  able  to  collect,  dev^op 
and  solicit  with  respect  to  factors  (such 
as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  materials, 
manufacturing  processes,  products  pro¬ 
duced,  treatment  technology  available, 
energy  requirements  and  costs)  which 
can  affect  the  industry  subcategoriza¬ 
tion  and  effluent  levels  established.  It  is, 
however,  possible  that  data  which  would 
affect  these  limitations  have  not  been 
available  and.  as  a  result,  these  limita¬ 
tions  should  be  adjusted  for  certain 
plants  in  this  industry.  An  individual 


discharger  or  other  interested  person  may 
submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  (or  to  the  State,  if  the  State 
has  the  authority  to  issue  NPDES  per¬ 
mits)  that  factors  relating  to  the  equip¬ 
ment  or  facilities  involved,  the  process 
applied,  or  other  such  factors  related  to 
such  discharger  are  fimdamentally  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  factors  considered  in  the 
establishment  of  Uie  guidelines.  On  the 
basis  of  such  evidence  or  other  available 
information,  the  Regional  Administrator 
(or  the  State)  will  make  a  written  find¬ 
ing  that  such  factors  are  or  are  not 
fundamentally  different  for  that  facility 
compared  to  those  specified  in  the  De¬ 
velopment  Document.  If  such  funda¬ 
mentally  different  factors  are  found  to 
exist,  the  Regional  Administrator  or  the 
State  shall  establish  for  the  discharger 
effluent  limitations  in  the  NPDES  permit 
either  more  or  less  stringent  than  the 
limitations  established  herein,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  dictated  by  such  fundamentally 
different  factors.  Such  limitations  must 
be  approved  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  The 
Administrator  may  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove  such  limitations,  specify  other 
limitations,  or  initiate  proceedings  to  re¬ 
vise  these  regulations. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality 
of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  fishing  of  knit  fabrics  through 
simple  or  complex  manufacturing  oper¬ 
ations  employing  a  synthetic  fiber  or  a 
natural  and  simthetic  fiber  blend,  which 
may  be  discharged  by  a  point  source  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart 
after  application  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  available. 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristio  Maxlrnmn  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceeid 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 


BOD6 . 

..  6.0 . . 

2.5 

TSS . 

„  21.8 . 

10.9 

COD . 

„  60.0 . . 

30.0 

0.10 _ _ 

0.0.5 

0.10 

0.05 

0.20  _ 

0.10 

pH . 

..Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
o.a 


(English  units)  IbAOOO  lb  of  product 


nnm 

5.0 . . . j 

2.5 

TR.si 

21.8  _ _ 

10.9 

non 

60.0  _ . 

30.0 

0.10.  .  _ _• 

0.05 

0.10 _ - 

0.0.5 

Riilfido 

0.20 _ -■ 

a  10 

nH  _ 

range  6.0  to 

0.0. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  knit  fabrics  through 
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Fimpie  manufacturing  operations  rai- 
ploying  a  natural  and  ssmttietic  fiber 
blend  or  through  complex  manufacturing 
operations  em]:do3dng  a  synthetic  fiber, 
which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subput,  in  addition  to  Uie  discharge 
allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

EflhKnt  Hmitations 

EfBuaut  Ayeraiw  of  daily 

characteristic  Maxtoram  for  v^es  for  thirty 
any  one  day  eoimcatiye  days 
shall  not  aseeed 

(Metric  oidts)  kg/kkc  of  prodoct 

COD _ 20 _  W 

(EiwUsta  nnits)  IbAOOO  lb  o<  product 
COD _ 20 .  10 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section,  the  following  limlte- 
iions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  knit  fabrics  through 
complex  manufacturing  operations  em¬ 
ploying  a  natiu-al  and  synthetic  fiber 
blend,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart,  in  addition  to  the  dis¬ 
charge  allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
subpart. 

Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Averayp  of  dally 

cbaraetertstic  Marimnin  for  Tables  for  thirty 
any  one  day  eonsecatiTe  days 
shall  not  exceed 

(Meta*  uatte)  ks/Ug  of  produijt 

COD _ 40 . 20 

(Bngllsb  units)  Ib/MOO  lb  of  product 
COD . 40 .  20 

(d)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  Uie 
eShient  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  in  paragraph  (a),  (b).  and  (c)  of 
this  section  are  allowed  any  point  source 
subject  to  such  effluent  limitations  that 
finish  knit  fabrics  through  “ommission 
finishing"  as  defined  above. 

§  410.53  Effluent  limitaliuns  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(d)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  knit  fabrics  through 
simple  or  complex  manufacturing  opera¬ 
tions  employing  a  synthetic  fiber,  or  a 
natural  and  synthetic  fiber  blend,  which 
may  be  discharged  by  a  point  source  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart 
after  application  of  the  best  available 
technology  economically  achievable. 


XAxmt  Rmltattons 

Effluent  ATerage  of  dally 

ebnraat«rtsll»  Maabnom  hr  TahMs  for  thirty 
any  one  day  eonseeutlTe  days 
ahall  not  exceed 


OUMtte  noita)  kg/Ug  •(  product 

BODf... 

_  64  .  _ 

1.7 

Ta8.___ 

_  .  34  _ 

1.7 

COD.„. 

. 20.6 . 

lao 

605 

Phenol.. 

. 0.10 _ 

605 

Suiade.. 

. 6.30 . 

610 

Cator _ Shall  net  ex¬ 

ceed  >00 
APHA  nnits. 

Fecal  Cotttona _ MPN  shall  not 

exceed  400 
counts  per  100 
ml. 

pH . .  Within  the 

range  AO  to 
8.0. 


(Ea^lsh  units)  IbAOOO  lb  of  product 


BOD5 . 

T88 . 

non 

8.4  . 

3.4  . 

200 

1.7 

1.7 

160 

Total  Chromium... 

0.10 . . 

60S 

6  M»  _ 

665 

0.20 . 

610 

Color. . . 

Fecal  CoUlonn _ 

ceed  300 

APHA  units. 
MPNshaUaot  . 

pH . 

exceed  400 
counts  per  100 
ml. 

range  6  J)  to 

6.0. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita- 
tiCMis  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  (M-  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  knit  fabrics  through 
etanpla  manufacturing  operaMons  am- 
ploylng  a  uatoral  and  S3mthetic  fiber 
blewd  mr  through  oobn^Imc  mannfactur- 
teg  operattoaos  employing  a  •yntboMs 
fiber,  which  may  be  dis^arged  by  a  potet 
softroe  subject  to  the  provisione  of  this 
Bubpart,  in  addition  to  the  discharge  al¬ 
lowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

EfOmut  taltations 

Effluent  Average  of  dally 

aharaeterietic  Maximum  for  Talnes  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

COD _ 6.8 _  63 

(English  units)  IbAOOO  lb  of  product 
COD _ 6.6 . .  63 


(c)  Except  as  provided  In  peungraph 
(d)  of  this  section,  the  following  limita¬ 
tions  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
p<fllutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section  and  attributable 
to  the  finishing  of  knit  fabrics  through 
complex  manufacturing  (Kierations  em¬ 
ploying  a  natural  and  synthetic  fiber 
blen^  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
pifflit  source  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  subpart.  In  addition  to  the  dls> 
charge  allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
subpart. 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  daily 

diaracteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exce^ 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

COD .  18.4 .  6.7 

(English  units)  lbA0(X)  lb  of  product 
COD .  13.4 .  6.7 

(d)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  In  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c)  and 
(d)  of  this  section  are  allowed  any  point 
source  subject  to  such  effluent  limitations 
that  finishes  knit  fabrics  throu^  ’‘com¬ 
mission  finishing”  as  defined  above. 

§  410.54  [Reserred] 

§  410.55  Standards  of  perforinaiM'c  for 
now  sonrees. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section  .the  following  stand¬ 
ards  of  performance  establish  the  quan¬ 
tity  or  (luality  of  pollutants  or  pollutant 
prf^rties,  controlled  by  this  section  and 
attributable  to  the  finishing  of  knit  fa¬ 
brics  through  simple  or  complex  manu¬ 
facturing  operations  employing  a  syn¬ 
thetic  fiber  or  a  natural  and  synthetic 
fiber  blend,  which  may  be  discharged  by 
a  new  point  source  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart. 


Effluent  ttmitationx 


Effluent 

charoeteriotle 

Majltuiii  for 

any  one  day 

Average  of  daily 
values  for  thirty 
conseowive  day.s 
skall  not  exaeed 

(Metrie  imHs)  kgAWg  of  prodnet 

BOD4._ 

*.o  . 

2.5 

T88 _ 

66  .  .. 

2.6 

COD  . 

660 . 

36.0 

Total  ChroadWM... 

616  _  .  _ 

0.06 

0.10  .  . 

606 

•  26 

610 

pM 

vnthln  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 

(EngUak  units)  IbAOOO  lb  of  product 

noni 

60  - 

2.5 

TRH 

46  _  . 

2.5 

non  .  .  . 

666 _ 

360 

610 _ 

0.06 

PhMinl  . 

6.16. 

0.06 

0.30 _ 

610 

_ 

range  60  to 

SJ). 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section,  the  following  stand¬ 
ards  of  performance  establish  the  quan¬ 
tity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pollutant 
properties,  controlled  by  this  section  and 
attributable  to  the  finishing  of  knit 
fabrics  through  simple  manufacturing 
operations  emplosrlng  a  natural  and  syn¬ 
thetic  fiber  blend  or  through  complex 
manufacturing  operations  employing  a 
83aithetlc  fiber,  which  may  be  discharged 
by  a  point  source  subject  to  the  provisions 
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of  this  subpart,  in  addition  to  the  dis¬ 
charge  allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section. 


EffliMat  Umitattoni 

Effluent  Average  of  dally 

eharacteristie  Mail  mum  tor  valuee  for  ttility 

any  one  day  oonaecutiva  da^ 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

COD.„r.i;. _ 20 . 

10 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 

COD _ ; _ 20 . 

10 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(d)  of  this  section,  the  following  stand¬ 
ards  of  performance  estabU^  the  quan¬ 
tity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pollutant 
properties,  controlled  by  this  section  and 
attributable  to  the  finishing  of  knit  fab¬ 
rics  through  complex  manufacturing  op¬ 
erations  employing  a  natiual  and  syn¬ 
thetic  fiber  blend,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart,  in  addition 
to  the  discharge  allowed  by  paragraph 

(a)  of  this  subpart. 


Effluent  UmUaUons 


Effluent  Average  of  daily 

eharacterisUe  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kfcg  of  product 


COD . 40 .  30 


(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 


COD . 40 .  30 


(d)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  the 
standards  of  performance  (except  pH) 
established  in  paragraph  (a),  (b)  and  (c) 
of  this  section  are  allowed  any  point 
source  subject  to  such  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  that  finishes  knit  fabrics 
through  “commission  finishing**  as  de¬ 
fined  above. 

§  410.56  Pretreatment  slandarde  for  new 
sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  knit  fabric  finishing  subcate¬ 
gory,  which  is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works  (and  which  would  be 
a  new  source  subject  to  section  306  of 
the  Aet,  if  it  were  to  discharge  pollu¬ 
tants  to  the  navigable  waters),  shall  be 
the  standard  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part 
128,  except  that,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  40  CFR  128.133  shall  be  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth  In 
40  CFR  128.131,  the  pretreatment  standard 
for  Incompatible  p<^utants  Introduced  Into 
a  publicly  owned  treatment  wwks  shall  be 
the  standard  of  performance  for  new  sources 


specified  in  40  CFR  410.65;  provided  that,  if 
the  publicly  owned  treatment  works  which 
receives  the  pollutants  is  committed.  In  Its 
NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  specified  percent¬ 
age  of  any  Incompatible  pollutant,  the 
pretreatment  standard  applicable  to  users  of 
such  treatment  works  shall,  except  in  the 
case  of  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
of  pollutants,  be  correspondingly  reduced  in 
stringency  for  that  p<dlutant. 

Subpart  F — Carpet  Mills  Subcategory 

§  410.60  Applicability;  Description  of 
the  carpet  mills  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  process  waste  water  dis¬ 
charges  resulting  from  the  following 
types  of  textile  mills,  carpet  mills,  which 
may  include  any  or  all  of  the  following 
unit  operations:  Bleaching,  scouring, 
carbonizing,  fulling,  dyeing,  printing, 
resin  treatment,  water  proofing,  fiame 
proofing,  soil  repellency,  looping,  backing 
with  foamed  and  tmfoamed  latex  and 
jute.  Carpet  backing  without  other  car¬ 
pet  manufactming  operations  is  included 
in  Subpart  C. 

§  410.61  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations andmeth- 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “product”  shall  mean  the 
final  carpet  produced  or  processed  in¬ 
cluding  the  primary  backing  but  exclud¬ 
ing  the  secondary  backing. 

(c)  The  term  “color”  shall  mean  that 
color  as  measured  by  the  tristimulus 
method  as  described  in  “Standard  Meth¬ 
ods  for  the  Examination  of  Water  and 
Wastewater”  (13th  Edition). 

(d)  The  term  “simple  manufacturing 
operation"  shall  mean  the  following 
unit  processes;  fiber  preparation  and 
dyeing  with  or  without  carpet  backing. 

(e)  The  term  “complex  manufacturing 
operation"  shall  mean  “simple  unit 
processes  (fiber  preparation,  dyeing  and 
carpet  backing)  plus  any  additional 
manufacturing  operations  such  as  print¬ 
ing  or  dyeing  and  printing. 

§  410.62  Efllnent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set 
forth  In  this  section.  EPA  took  into  ac¬ 
count  all  information  It  was  able  to  col¬ 
lect,  dev^op  and  solicit  with  respect  to 
factors  (such  as  age  and  size  of  plant, 
raw  materials,  manufacturing  processes, 
products  produced,  treatment  technology 
available,  energy  requirements  and 
costs)  which  can  affect  the  Industry 
subcategorization  and  efBuent  levels  es¬ 
tablished.  It  is,  however,  possible  that 
data  which  would  affect  these  limitations 
have  not  been  available  and,  as  a  result, 
these  limitations  should  be  adjusted  for 
certain  plants  In  this  Industry.  An  in¬ 
dividual  dlsdiarger  or  other  Interested 
person  may  submit  evidence  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  to  the  State, 


If  the  State  has  the  authority  to  issue 
NPDES  permits)  that  factors  relating  to 
the  equipment  or  facilities  involved,  the 
process  applied,  or  other  such  factors 
related  to  such  discharger  are  funda¬ 
mentally  different  from  the  factors  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  establishment  of  the 
guidelines.  On  the  basis  of  such  evidence 
or  oUier  available  information,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  the  State)  will 
make  a  written  finding  that  such  factors 
are  or  are  not  fundamentally  different 
for  that  facility  compared  to  those  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  Development  Document.  If 
such  fundamentally  different  factors  are 
found  to  exist,  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor  or  the  State  shall  establish  for  the 
discharger  effluent  limitations  in  the 
NPDES  permit  either  more  or  less 
stringent  than  the  limitations  established 
herein,  to  the  extent  dictated  by  such 
fundamentally  different  factors.  Such 
limitations  must  be  approved  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  The  Administrator  may 
approve  or  disapprove  such  limitations, 
specify  other  limitations,  or  initiate  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  revise  these  regulations. 

(a)  The  following  limitations  estab¬ 
lish  the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants 
or  pollutant  properties,  controlled  by 
this  section  and  attributable  to  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  carpets  through  simple  or 
complex  manufacturing  operations, 
which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  dally 

characteristic  Marinuun  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  nnlts)  kg'kkg  of  product 


BOD5 . 

„  7.8 . 

3.9 

TSS . 

11.0 

5.5 

COD . 

--  70.2 _  . 

36.1 

Total  Chromium. 

„  0.04 . .■ 

0.02 

.  0.04  .  . 

0.02 

..  0.08 . 

0.04 

pH . 

..  Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


(English  units)  Ib/1000  lb  of  product 


BOD6 . 

7.8 _ 

AO 

TSS  _ 

11.0 _ 

A6 

COD . 

70.2 _ -- 

36l1 

0.04  ^ 

0.02 

0.04 _ ^ 

0.02 

0.08 

0.04 

tdl _ 

Within  the  . 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(b)  The  following  limitations  estab¬ 
lish  the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants 
or  pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section  and  attributable  to  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  carpets  through  complex  manu¬ 
facturing  operations,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart.  In  addition 
to  the  discharge  allowed  by  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section. 
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Effluent  limltaUons 

Effluent  Aferage  daily 

characterisllc  Mailmnm  for  yaliMB  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecntiTe  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  unite)  kg/kkg  or  product 


COD . 20 .  10 


(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 


COD . 20 .  10 


§  410.63  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainaUe  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable. 

(a)  The  following  limitations  establish 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section  and  attributable  to  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  carpets  through  simple  or  com¬ 
plex  manufacturing  operations,  which 
may  be  discharged  by  a  point  source  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart  after 
application  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable : 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  dally 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exce^ 


(Metric  units)  kg/kljg  of  product 


BQD« . 4.0 .  2.0 

T88 . 2.0 . .  1.0 

COD . 23.4 .  11.7 

ToW  Chromium...  0.04. .  0.02 

Phemd . 0.04 .  0.02 

Sulfide . 0.08 . 0.04 

ColOT . Shall  not  ex-  . 

eeed  225 
APnA  units. 

Fecal  Coliform . MPN  shall  not  . 

exceed  400 
counts  per 
100  ml. 

pTI . .  -.  Within  the  . . 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


(English  units)  lb/1006  lb  of  product 

BOD5 . 

4.0 . 

2.0 

TS8 . 

2.0 . 

1.0 

COD  . 

23.4 . 

11.7 

Total  Cbromlum _ 

0.04 . 

0.02 

0.04 . 

ao2 

Sulfide . 

0.08 . 

0.04 

ceed  225 

APHA  units. 

Focal  Coliform. 

MPN  shall  not 

exceed  400 
counts  per 

100  ml. 

1)11 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(b)  The  following  limitations  establish 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section  and  attributable  to  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  carpets  through  complex  manu¬ 
facturing  operations,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart,  in  addition  to 
Uie  discharge  allowed  by  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section. 


Effluent  Umitattons 

‘  Effluent  Average  of  daily 

charaeterisUc  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shail  not  exceed 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

COD . 6.6 .  3.3 

(Engll.sh  units)  Ib/KklO  Ib  of  pro<hi'd 
con . 6.6 .  3. 3 

§  410.64  [Reserved] 

§  410.6'>  Standards  of  pt  rfurmanee  for 
new  sourec^. 

(a)  The  following  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  establish  the  quantity  or  qual¬ 
ity  of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properites, 
controlled  by  this  section  and  attributa¬ 
ble  to  the  manufacture  of  carpets 
through  simple  or  complex  mantifactur- 
ing  operations,  which  may  be  discharged 
by  a  new  source  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  subpart : 


Effluent  limitation.^ 


Effluent 

cbaraclcrislii' 

Maximum  for 

Average  of  dally 
values  for  thirty 

a))y  one  day 

consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 

(Metric  units)  kg.kkg  of  product 


B<)D« . 

.  7.8 . 

3.9 

TSS. . . . 

.  7.8 . 

3.9 

COD . 

.  7022 . 

3.5.1 

Total  Cliromiuni. . 

.  0.04 . 

0.02 

Phenol . . 

.  0.04 . 

6.02 

Sulfide . - 

.  0.08. . 

0.04 

ph- . - 

.  Within  the 

range  tj.o  to 
9.0. 


(English  units)  Ib/lOOO  11)  of  pro<itK  t 


BOD5 . 

.  7.8 . . . 

3.9 

TSS . 

.  7.8 . 

3.9 

COD . 

.  70.-2 . 

35. 1 

Total  Chromium.. 

.  0.04 . 

0.02 

.  a04 . 

0.02 

Sulfide . 

.  0.08 . 

0.04 

pH . . 

.  Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


(b)  The  following  standards  of  per- 
foimance  establish  the  quantity  or 
quality  of  pollutants  or  pollutant  proper¬ 
ties,  controlled  by  this  section  and  at¬ 
tributable  to  the  manufacture  of  carpets 
through  complex  manufacturing  opera- 
tifrns,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart,  in  addition  to  the  discharge 
allowed  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

,  Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  daily 

olmracteristic  Maximum  for  vahies  for  thirty 

any  one  day  oonaecutive  dayi 
shall  not  exceed 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 

COD . 20 .  W 

(Ei^Uah  units)  Ib/1000  Ib  of  product 
COD . 30 . =  n 


§  410.66  Protreatmenl  xtandardK  for  new 
sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  imder 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  carpet  mill  subcategory,  wrhich 
is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned  treatment 
works  (and  which  would  be  a  new  source 
subject  to  section  306  of  the  Act,  if  it  were 
to  discharge  pollutants  to  the  navigable 
waters),  shall  be  the  standard  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  Part  128,  except  that,  for  the 
purpose  of  this  section,  40  CFR  128.133 
shall  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth 
In  40  CFR  128.131,  the  pretreatment  standard 
for  incompatible  pollutants  introduced  into 
a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  shall  be 
the  standard  of  performance  for  new  sources 
specified  In  40 'CFR  410.65;  provided  that,  if 
the  publicly  owned  treatment  works  which 
receives  the  pollutants  is  committed,  In 
Its  NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  specified  per¬ 
centage  of  any  Incompatible  pollutant,  the 
pretreatment  standard  applicable  to  users 
of  such  treatment  works  shall,  except  In  the 
case  of  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
of  pollutants,  be  correspondingly  reduced  In 
stringency  for  that  pollutant. 

Subpart  G — Stock  and  Yarn  Dyeing  and 
Finishing  Subcategory 

§  410.70  .4pplicability ;  dcscriplum  of 
the  slock  and  yam  dyeing  and  liiiisli- 
ing  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  process  waste  water  dis¬ 
charges  resulting  from  the  following 
types  of  textile  mills:  Stock  or  yam  dye¬ 
ing  or  finishing,  which  may  include  any  - 
or  all  of  the  following  unit  operations 
and  pnxesses:  Cleaning,  scouring^ 
bleaching  merceilzing,  dyeing  and  spe¬ 
cial  finishing. 

§  410.71  Specialized -definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

<  a)  Ebecept  as  provided  below,  the  gen  - 
era!  definitions,  abbreviations  and  meth¬ 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “product”  shall  mean 
the  final  material  produced  or  processed 
by  the  mill, 

(c)  The  term  “color”  shall  mean  that 
color  as  measured  by  the  tristimulus 
method  as  described  in  “Standard  Meth¬ 
ods  for  the  Examination  of  Water  and 
Wastewater”  (13th  Editicm). 

(d)  The  term  “commission  finishing” 
shall  mean  the  finishing  of  textile  mate¬ 
rials,  50  percent  or  more  of  which  are 
owned  by  others,  in  mills  that  are  SI 
percent  or  more  independent  (i.e.,  only 
a  minority  ownership  by  company  (les) 
with  greige  or  integrated  operations) ; 
the  mills  must  process  20  percent  or  more 
of  their  commissioned  production 
through  batch,  non-continuous  process¬ 
ing  operations,  with  50  percent  or  more 
of  their  commissioned  orders  processed 
in  5,000-yard  or  smaller  lots. 

§  410.72  Effluent  limitationH  guidcliiicr> 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  conlrvd 
technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  this  section,  EPA  took  Into  ac¬ 
count  all  information  it  was  able  to  col¬ 
lect,  develop  and  solicit  with  respect  to 
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factors  (such  as  age  and  size  of  plant, 
raw  materials,  manufacturing  processes, 
products  produced,  treatment  teidmology 
available,  energy  requirements  and 
costs)  which  can  aSect  the  industry  sub¬ 
categorization  and  effluent  levels  estab¬ 
lished.  It  is,  however,  possible  that  data 
which  would  affect  these  limitations  have 
not  been  available  and,  as  a  result,  these 
limitations  should  be  adjusted  for  certain 
plants  in  this  Industry.  An  individual  dis¬ 
charger  or  other  Interested  person  may 
submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator  (or  to  the  State,  if  the  State  has 
the  authority  to  issue  NPDES  permits) 
that  factors  relating  to  the  equipment  or 
facilities  Involved,  the  process  applied,  or 
other  such  factors  related  to  such  dis¬ 
charger  are  fundamentally  different 
from  the  factors  considered  in  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  guidelines.  On  the  basis 
of  such  evidence  or  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  the  Regional  Administrator 
(or  the  State)  will  make  a  written  find¬ 
ing  that  such  factors  are  or  are  not 
fundamentally  different  for  that  facility 
compared  to  those  specified  in  the  De¬ 
velopment  Document.  If  such  funda¬ 
mentally  different  factors  are  found  to 
exist,  the  Regional  Administrator  or  the 
State  shall  establish  for  the  discharger 
effluent  limitations  in  the  NPDES  per¬ 
mit  either  more  or  less  stringent  than  the 
limitations  established  herein,  to  the  ex* 
tent  dictated  by  such  fvmdamentally  dif¬ 
ferent  factors.  Such  limitations  must  be 
approved  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  The 
Administrator  may  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove  such  limitations,  specify  other 
limitations,  or  initiate  proceedings  to 
revise  these  regulations. 

(a)  The  following  limitations  estab¬ 
lish  the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants 
or  pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  cmrently 
available: 


Effluent  limitations 

E  ffluent 
charactoristle 

Average  of  dally 
Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  eonaecntive  days 
shall  not  exceed 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  prodnet 

BOD3 _ _ 

6  8 _ 

3.4 

TSfl  _ ^ _ 

17.4 _ 

8.7 

COD _ 

Total  Ctuomlum  . 

84.6 _ ; 

0.12 _  _ 

42.3 

0.06 

Phenol. _ _ 

0.12 _ ^ 

0.06 

0.24 . 

0.13 

pH  . 

range  6.0  to 

9.a 

(English  units)  IbAOOO  Ib  of  prodnet 

BODJ 

6.8.  „ 

3.4 

Tsa....  - . . 

17.4  - 

A7 

COD  _  84.0 _ _  -  - 

Total  Chmmhim  0.12 _ _ _ 3 

Phenol _  .  0.12 

42.3 

ao6 

0.06 

Sulfide _ 

pTT 

o.a* .  3 

aia 

range6.0tO 

0.0. 

(b)  AddltlcHml  allocations  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
are  allowed  any  point  source  subject  to 
such  effluent  limitations  that  dyes  or  fin¬ 
ishes  stock  or  jram  through  “commission 
finishing”  as  defined  above. 

§  410.73  Efflnent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable. 

(a)  The  following  limitations  establish 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
available  technology  economically 
achievable: 


Effluent  Umltstiona 


Effluent  Average  of  dally 

charncterlsllc  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  product 


BOD« _ 

4.6  .  — 

2.3 

TSS..... . 

COD _ 

3.8 . 

28.2 _ 

1.9 

14.1 

0.12  . . .  . 

0.06 

012 

0.06 

Sulfide _ _  . 

0.24. 

a  12 

Color 

300  APHA 
units. 

MPN  shall  not  - . 

exceed  400 
counts  per  100 
ml. 

Within  the  l . 

pH . 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


(English  units)  IbAOOO  lb  of  prodnet 


BOD« - 4.6 - il 

T83 _ 3.8 _  1.9 

COD . .  28.1 . 14.1 

Total  Chfomtana.. .  0.12 _ _  0. 06 

Phencri _ 0.12 _ ;  a  06 

Sulfide . . 0.24 . ^  a  12 

Color _ Shall  not  exceed  _ : 

300  APHA 
units. 

Fecal  Conform . MPN  shall  not 

exceed  400 
counts  per  100 
ml. 

pH.... . .  Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 


(b)  Additional  allocatifms  equal  to  the 
effluent  limitations  (except  pH)  estab¬ 
lished  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
are  allowed  any  point  source  subject  to 
such  effluent  limitations  that  dyes  or  fin¬ 
ishes  stock  and  yam  through  “commis¬ 
sion  finishing”  as  defined  above. 

§  410.74  [Reserved] 

§  410.75  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  aourcea. 

(a)  The  following  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  establish  the  quantity  or  qual¬ 


ity  of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properties, 
controlled  by  this  section,  which  may  be 
discharged  by  a  new  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart: 


Effluent  llmltatlona 

Effluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed 


(Mettle  units)  kg/kkg  of  prodnet 


BODJ . 

6.8 . 

3.4 

TSB . 

6.8 . 

3.4 

COD . . 

84.6 . 

42.3 

0.12 

0.06 

0.12  _  .  _ 

0.06 

Rnlfide 

0.24 

a  12 

dH _ 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  product 


BODi . 

TSS . 

COD 

6A _  ; 

6.8 . . . . 

84.6 . j 

3.4 

3.4 

42.3 

0.12 . 

ao6 

0.12 _ 

0.06 

0.24  .  .  . 

a  12 

pH . 

Within  the  . . 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

(b)  Additional  allocations  equal  to  the 
sttondards  of  performance  (except  pH) 
established  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  are  allowed  any  point  source  subject 
to  such  standards  of  performance  that 
dyes  or  finishes  stock  or  yam  through 
“commission  finishing”  as  defined  above. 

§  410.76  Prelroalmenl  standards  for  new 
sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  stock  and  yam  dyeing  and 
finishing  subcategory,  which  is  a  user  of 
a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  (and 
which  would  be  a  new  source  subject  to 
section  306  of  the  Act,  if  it  were  to  dis¬ 
charge  pollutants  to  the  navigable 
waters) ,  shall  be  the  standard  set  forth 
in  40  CPR  Part  128,  except  that,  for  the 
piu^se  of  this  section,  40  CFR  128.133 
shall  be  amended  to  read  sis  follows: 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth 
In  40  CFR  128.131,  the  pretreatment  standard 
for  Incompatible  pollutants  Introduced  Into 
a  publicly  owned  treatment  works  shaU  be 
the  standard  of  performance  for  new  sources 
specified  In  40  CFR  410.75;  provided  that,  If 
the  publicly  owned  treatment  works  which 
receives  the  poUutants  Is  conunltted,  in  Its 
NPDES  permit,  to  remove  a  specified  per¬ 
centage  any  Incompatible  poUutant,  the 
pretreatment  standard  applicable  to  users  of 
such  treatment  works  shall,  except  In  the 
case  of  standards  providing  for  no  discharge 
of  pollutants,  be  correspondingly  reduced  In 
stringency  f<Hr  that  poUutant. 

[FRDoo.74-150a7  Filed  7-3-74; 8: 45  am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40CFRPart410] 

TEXTILE  INDUSTRY  POINT  SOURCE 
CATEGORY 

Application  of  Effluent  Limitations  Guide¬ 
lines  to  Pretreatment  Standards  for  In¬ 
compatible  Pollutants;  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  301,  304  and  307 <b)  of  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act,  as  amended 
(the  Act) :  33  U.S.C.  1251,  1311,  1314  and 
1317(b) ;  86  Stat.  816  et  seq.;  Pub.  L.  92- 
500,  that  the  proposed  regulation  set 
forth  below  concerns  the  application  of 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  for  exist¬ 
ing  sources  to  pretreatment  standards  for 
incompatible  pollutants.  The  proposal 
will  amend  40  CFR  Part  410,  Textile  In¬ 
dustry  Point  Source  Category,  establish¬ 
ing  for  each  subcategory  therein  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  application  of  effluent  limitations 
guidelines  to  existing  sources  which  dis¬ 
charge  to  pubMcly  owned  treatment 
works.  The  regulation  is  intended  to  be 
complementary  to  the  general  regula¬ 
tion  for  pretreatment  standards  set  forth 
at  40  CFR  Part  128.  The  general  regula¬ 
tion  was  proposed  July  19,  1973  (38  FR 
19236),  and  published  in  final  form  on 
November  8,  1973  (38  FR  30982). 

The  proposed  regulation  is  also  in¬ 
tended  to  supplement  a  final  regulation 
being  simultaneously  promulgated  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA 
or  Agency)  which  provides  effluent  limi¬ 
tations  guidelines  for  existing  sources  and 
standards  of  performance  and  pretreat¬ 
ment  standards  for  new  sources  within 
the  wool  scouring,  wool  finishing,  dry 
processing,  woven  fabric  finishing,  knit 
fabric  finishing,  carpet  mills,  stock  and 
yam  dyeing  and  finishing,  and  commis¬ 
sion  finishing  subcategories  of  the  textile 
industry  point  source  category.  The  lat¬ 
ter  regulation  applies  to  the  portion  of  a 
discharge  which  is  directed  to  the  naviga¬ 
ble  waters.  The  regulation  proposed 
below  applies  to  users  of  publicly  owned 
treatment  works  which  fall  within  the 
description  of  the  point  source  category 
to  which  the  guidelines  and  standards 
(40  CTR  Part  410)  promulgated  simul¬ 
taneously  apply.  However,  the  proposed 
regulation  applies  to  the  introduction  of 
incompatible  pollutants  which  are  di¬ 
rected  into  a  publicly  owned  treatment 
works,  rather  than  to  discharges  of  pol¬ 
lutants  to  navigable  waters. 

The  general  pretreatment  standard 
divides  pollutants  discharged  by  users  of 
publicly  owned  treatment  works  into  two 
broad  categories;  “Compatible”  and  “in¬ 
compatible.”  Compatible  pollutants  are 
generally  not  subject  to  pretreatment 
standards.  (See  40  CFR  128.110  (State  or 
local  law)  and  40  CFR  128.131  (Pro¬ 
hibited  wastes)  for  requirements  which 
may  be  applicable  to  compatible  pollut¬ 
ants).  Incompatible  pollutants  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  pretreatment  standards  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  40  cm  128.133,  which  provides 
as  follows: 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  set  forth 
In  i  128.131,  the  pretreatment  standard  for 
incompatible  pcrilutants  Introduced  into  a 
publicly  owned  treatment  works  by  a  major 


contributing  industry  not  subject  to  section 
307  (c)  of  the  Act  shall  be,  for  sources  within 
the  corresponding  industrial  or  oommerelal 
category,  that  established  by  a  promulgated 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  defining  best 
practicable  ocmtrol  technology  currently 
available  pursuant  to  sections  301(b)  and 
304(b)  of  the  Act;  provided  that,  if  the  pub¬ 
licly  owned  treatment  works  which  receives 
the  pollutants  is  committed,  in  its  NPDES 
permit,  to  remove  a  specified  percentcige  of 
any  incompatible  pollutant,  the  pretreatment 
standard  applicable  to  users  ot  such  treat¬ 
ment  works  shall  be  correspondingly  reduced 
for  that  pollutant;  and  provided  further  that 
when  the  effluent  limitations  guidelines  for 
each  Industry  is  promulgated,  a  separate  pro¬ 
vision  will  be  proposed  concerning  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  such  guidelines  to  pretreatment. 

The  regulation  proiiosed  below  is  in¬ 
tended  to  implement  that  portion  of 
§  128.133,  above,  requiring  that  a  sepa¬ 
rate  provision  be  made  stating  the  appli¬ 
cation  to  pretreatment  standards  of  ef- 
fiuent  limitations  guidelines  based  upon 
best  practicable  control  technol<^y  cur¬ 
rently  aveilable. 

Questions  were  raised  during  the  pub¬ 
lic  comment  period  on  the  proposed  gen¬ 
eral  pretreotment  standard  (40  CFR  Part 
128)  about  the  propriety  of  applying  a 
standard  based  upon  best  practicable 
control  techn<riogy  currently  available  to 
all  plants  subject  to  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards.  In  general,  EPA  believes  the  analy¬ 
sis  supporting  the  effluent  limitations 
giudelines  is  adequate  to  make  a  deter¬ 
mination  regarding  the  application  of 
those  standards  to  users  of  publicly 
owned  treatment  works.  However,  to  en¬ 
sure  that  those  standards  are  appropri¬ 
ate  in  all  cases,  EPA  now  seeks  additional 
comments  focusing  upon  the  application 
of  effluent  limitations  guidelines  to  users 
of  publicly  owned  treatment  works. 

Sections  410.15,  410.25,  410.35,  410.45, 
410.55,  410.65,  and  410.75  of  the  proposed 
regulation  for  point  sources  within  the 
wool  scouring,  wool  finishing,  dry  proc¬ 
essing,  woven  fabric  finishing,  knit  fab¬ 
ric  finishing,  carpet  mills,  and  stock  and 
yam  dyeing  and  finishing,  subcategories 
contained  the  proposed  pretreatment 
standard  for  new  sources.  The  regula¬ 
tion  promulgated  simultaneously  here¬ 
with  contains  §§  410.16,  410.26,  410.36, 
410.46,  410.56,  410.66,  and  410.76  which 
states  the  applicability  of  standards  of 
performance  for  purposes  of  pretreat¬ 
ment  standard  for  new  sources. 

A  preliminary  Development  Document 
was  made  available  to  the  public  at  ap¬ 
proximately  the  time  of  publication  of 
the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
the  final  Development  Document  entitled 
“Development  Document  for  Effluent 
Limitations  Guidelines  and  New  Source 
Performance  Standards  for  the  Textile 
Industry  Point  Source  Category”  is  now 
being  published.  The  economic  analysis 
report  entitled  “Economic  Analysis  of 
Proposed  Effluent  Guidelines,  Textile  In¬ 
dustry”  (March  1974)  was  made  avail¬ 
able  at  the  time  of  proposal.  Copies  of 
the  preliminary  Development  Document 
and  economic  analysis  report  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  maintained  for  Inspection  and 
copying  during  the  comment  period  at 
the  EPA  Information  Center,  Room  227, 
West  Tower,  Waterside  Mall,  401  M 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  will 


also  be  available  for  Inspection  at  EPA 
regional  offices  and  at  State  water  pollu¬ 
tion  control  agency  offices.  Copies  of  the 
final  Development  Document  will  be 
available  in  the  near  futiure  and  may  be 
purchased  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  Government  Printing  Of¬ 
fice,  Washington,  D.C.  20402.  Copies  of 
the  econcunic  analysis  rQX)rt  will  be 
available  for  purchase  through  the  Na¬ 
tional  Technical  Information  Service, 
Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

On  Jime  14, 1973,  the  Agency  published 
procedures  designed  to  insure  that,  when 
certain  major  standards,  regulations,  and 
guidelines  are  proposed,  an  explanation 
of  their  basis,  purpose  and  environmen¬ 
tal  effects  is  made  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  (38  PR  15653)  The  procedures  are 
applicable  to  major  standards,  regula¬ 
tions  and  guidelines  which  are  proposed 
on  or  after  December  31, 1973,  and  which 
either  prescribe  national  standards  of 
environmental  quality  or  require  national 
emission,  effl«MMt  or  performance  stand¬ 
ards  or  limitati— c. 

The  Agency  dd«rmlned  to  implement 
these  procedures  in  order  to  insure  that 
the  public  was  provided  with  background 
information  to  assist  It  In  commenting 
on  the  merits  of  a  proposed  action.  In 
brief,  the  procedmes  call  for  the  Agency 
to  make  public  the  Information  available 
to  it  delineating  the  major  environmental 
effects  of  a  proposed  action,  to  discbss 
the  pertinent  nonenvironmental  factors 
affecting  the  decision,  and  to  explain  the 
viable  options  available  to  it  and  the 
reasons  for  the  option  selected. 

The  procedures  contemplate  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  Information  in  the  Federal 
Register,  where  this  is  practicable.  They 
provide,  however,  that  where  such  pub¬ 
lication  is  impracticable  because  of  the 
length  of  this  material,  the  material  may¬ 
be  made  available  in  an  alternate  format. 

The  Development  Document  referred 
to  above  contains  Information  available 
to  the  Agency  concerning  the  major  en¬ 
vironmental  effects  of  the  regulation 
proposed  below.  The  information  in¬ 
cludes:  (1)  The  identification  of  pol¬ 
lutants  present  in  waste  waters  result¬ 
ing  from  the  manufacture  of  textiles, 
the  characteristics  of  these  pollutants, 
and  the  degree  of  pollutant  reduction 
obtainable  through  Implementation  of 
the  proposed  standard;  and  (2)  the  an¬ 
ticipated  effects  on  other  aspects  of  the 
environment  (including  solid  waste  dis¬ 
posal)  of  the  treatment  technologies 
available  to  meet  the  standard  proposed. 

The  Development  Document  and  the 
economic  an^ysis  report  referred  to 
above  also  contain  Information  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Agency  regarding  the  esti¬ 
mated  cost  and  energy  consumption  im¬ 
plications  of  those  treatment  technolo¬ 
gies  and  the  potential  effects  of  those 
costs  on  the  price  and  production  of  tex¬ 
tiles.  The  two  reports  exceed,  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate,  100  pages  In  length  and  contain 
a  substantial  number  of  charts,  diagrams 
and  tables.  It  Is  clearly  impracticable  to 
publish  the  material  contained  In  these 
documents  In  the  Federal  Register.  To 
the  extent  possible,  significant  aspects 
of  the  material  have  been  presented  in 
summary  form  In  the  preamble  to  the 
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proposed  regulation  containing  effluent 
limitations  guidelines,  new  source  per¬ 
formance  standards  and  pretreatment 
standards  for  new  sources  within  the 
textile  Industry  category  (39  PR  4628; 
February  5.  1974) .  Additional  discussion 
Is  contain^  In  the  analysis  of  public 
comments  on  the  proposed  regulatkm 
and  the  Agency’s  response  to  those  com¬ 
ments.  This  discussion  appears  In  the 
preamble  to  the  promulgated  regulation 
(40  cm  Part  410)  which  currently  Is 
being  published  tn  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  section  of  the  Pkobbal  Rbgistxr. 

The  options  available  to  the  Agency  In 
establishing  the  level  of  pollutant  reduc¬ 
tion  obtidnable  through  the  best  prac¬ 
ticable  control  technology  currently 
avallaMe.  and  the  reasons  for  the  par¬ 
ticular  level  of  reduction  selected  are 
discussed  In  the  documents  described 
above.  In  applying  Uie  effluent  limita¬ 
tions  guidelines  to  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  the  Introduction  of  incompatible 
pollutants  Into  municipal  systems  by  ex¬ 
isting  sources  In  the  wool  scouring,  wool 
finishing,  dry  processing,  woven  fabric 
flniahing,  knit  fabric  finishing,  carpet 
mills,  stock  and  yam  dyeing  and  flnl^- 
ing,  and  commission  finishing  subcate- 
gortes,  the  Agency  has,  essentlafiy,  three 
oi^dmis.  The  first  is  to  declare  that  the 
guidelines  do  not  apidy.  *1710  second  Is 
to  apply  the  guidelines  unchanged.  The 
third  Is  to  modify  the  guidelines  to  re¬ 
flect:  (1)  Differences  between  direct  dis¬ 
chargers  and  plants  utilizing  mtmlclpal 
systems  which  affect  the  practicability  of 
the  latter  employing  the  technology 
available  to  achieve  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tions  guidelines;  or  (2)  characteristics 
of  the  relevant  pollutants  which  require 
higher  levels  of  reduction  (or  permit  less 
stringent  levels)  In  order  to  Insure  that 
the  pollutants  do  not  Interfere  with  the 
treatment  works  or  pass  through  them 
untreated. 

As  described  In  the  Development  Doc¬ 
ument,  the  process  waste  waters  from  all 
subcategories  of  the  textile  Industry  are 
similar  In  pollutant  contents.  The  pol¬ 
lutants  are  organic  materials,  solids,  total 
chromliun,  sulfide,  phenol  and  oil  and 
grease  (wool  scouring  only) .  These  waste 
water  pollutants,  exce^  COD,  total 
chromium,  sulfide,  phenol  and  oil  and 
grease  (wool  scouring  only) ,  are  consid¬ 
ered  to  be  compatible  and  the  guidelines 
should  not  apply. 

COD,  total  chromium,  phenol,  sulfide 
and  oil  and  grease  (wool  scouring  only) 
are  waste  water  pollutants  which  would 
interfere  with  the  operation  of  publicly 
owned  treatment  works,  pass  through 
such  works  untreated  or  inadequately 
treated  or  otherwise  be  Incmnpatlble 
with  such  treatment  works.  The  Infor¬ 
mation  available  to  the  agency  does  not 
Indicate  differences  between  plants  which 
discharge  directly  to  navigable  waters 
and  those  which  utilize  municipal  sys¬ 
tems  significant  enough  to  warrant  vary¬ 
ing  the  effluent  limitations.  According^, 
it  Is  the  oplnlcm  of  the  EPA  that  COD, 
total  chromium,  phenol,  sulfide  and  oil 
and  grease  (wool  scouring  only)  shoifld 
be  treated  to  the  level  required  by  the 
application  of  the  best  practicable  con¬ 
trol  technology  ciurently  available. 


Interested  persons  may  psutlclpate  In 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
(XHnments  tn  triplicate  to  the  EPA  In¬ 
formation  Center,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 
Attention:  Mr.  Philip  B.  Wlsman.  Com¬ 
ments  on  all  aspects  of  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulations  are  solicited.  In  the  event  com¬ 
ments  are  In  the  nature  of  criticisms  as 
to  the  adequacy  (ff  data  which  are  avail¬ 
able,  or  which  may  be  relied  upon  by 
the  Agency,  comments  should  Identify 
and,  if  possible,  provide  any  additional 
data  which  may  be  available  and'Should 
indicate  vdiy  such  data  are  essential  to 
the  development  of  the  regulatlmis.  In 
the  event  comments  address  the  ap¬ 
proach  taken  by  the  Agency  in  estab¬ 
lishing  pretreatment  standards  for  ex¬ 
isting  sources.  EPA  solicits  suggestions 
as  to  what  alternative  approach  should 
be  taken  and  why  and  how  this  alterna¬ 
tive  better  satisfies  the  detailed  require¬ 
ments  of  sections  301,  304  aivd  307(b)  ot 
the  Aot. 

A  covr  of  all  public  comments  will  be 
available  for  Inspection  and  copying  ai 
the  EPA  Information  Centw,  Room  227, 
West  Tower,  Waterside  Mall,  401  M 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460.  The 
EPA  information  regulation,  40  CFR, 
Part  2,  provides  that  a  reasonable  fee 
may  be  charged  for  copsdng. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  It 
Is  hereby  proposed  that  40  CFR  Part  410 
be  amended  to  add  sections  410.14, 
410.24,  410.34,  410.44,  410.54,  410.64,  and 
410.74  as  set  fortii  below.  All  comments 
received  on  or  before  August  5,  1974,  will 
be  (xmsidered. 

Dated  June  25, 1974. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

Part  410  Is  proposed  to  be  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Subpart  A  Is  amended  by  adding 
S  410.14  as  follows: 

§  410,14  Pretreatment  standards  for 
'  existing  sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  Incompatible  pollutants  estab- 
Ihdied  imder  S  128.133  of  this  chapter,  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  except  for 
the  pollutants  (X)D,  total  chromium, 
ldien(d.  sulfide  and  oil  and  grease  set 
forth  In  S  410.12  shall  not  apply  and,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  Part  128  of  this 
chapter  concerning  pretreatment,  proc¬ 
ess  waste  water  from  this  subcategory 
may  be  Introduced  Into  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  vrorks.  The  effluent  limltatkms 
guidelines  for  (X>D,  total  chromium, 
phenol,  sulfide  and  oil  and  grease  set 
forth  In  8  410.12  shall  apply. 

2.  Sifflpart  B  Is  amended  by  adding 
410.24  as  follows: 

§  410,24  Pretrealment  standards  for 
existing  sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  incompatible  pollutants  estab¬ 
lished  under  8  128.133  of  this  chapter, 
the  effluent  limitations  guidelines  except 
for  the  pollutants  COD,  total  chromium, 
phenol  and  sulfide  set  forth  In  8  410.22 
shall  not  apply  and,  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Part  128  of  this  chapter  con¬ 


cerning  pretreahnent,  process  waste  wa¬ 
ter  from  this  subcategory  may  be  Intro¬ 
duced  Into  a  publicly  owned  treatment 
works.  The  effluent  limitations  guidelines 
for  COD.  total  chromium,  phenol,  and 
sulfide  set  forth  In  8  410.22  shall  apply. 

3.  Subpart  C  Is  amended  by  adding 
8  410.34  as  follows: 

§  410.34  Pretreatment  standards  for 
existing  sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  Incompatilde  pollutants  estab¬ 
lished  under  8128.133  of  this  chapter,  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  except  for 
the  pollutants  COD,  total  chitHnium, 
phencd  and  sulfide  set  forth  In  8  410.32 
shall  not  apply  and,  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Part  128  of  this  chapter  con¬ 
cerning  pretreatment,  process  waste  wa¬ 
ter  from  this  subcategory  may  be  Intro¬ 
duced  Into  a  puUlcly  owned  treatment 
works.  The  effluent  limitations  guidelines 
fm:  COD,  total  chromium,  phenol,  and 
sulfide  set  forth  in  8  410.32  shall  apply. 

4.  SulH>art  D  Is  amended  by  adding 
8  410.44  as  follows: 

§  410.44  Pretreatment  standards  for 
existing  sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreahnent  stand¬ 
ards  for  Incompatible  pollutants  estab¬ 
lished  under  8128.133  of  this  chapter,  the 
effluent  limitations  guidelines  exc^t  for 
the  pollutants  COD,  total  chromium, 
phenol  and  sulfide  set  forth  In  8  410.42 
^all  not  apply  and.  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Part  128  of  this  chapter  con¬ 
cerning  pretreatment,  process  waste  wa¬ 
ter  from  this  subcategory  may  be  Intro¬ 
duced  into  a  publicly  owned  treatment 
works.  The  effluent  limitations  guidelines 
for  COD,  total  chromium,  phenc^  and 
sulfide  set  forth  in  8  410.42  shall  appdy. 

5.  Subpart  E  Is  amended  by  adding 
8  410.54  as  follows: 

§  410.54  Pretreatment  standards  for 
existing  sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  Incompatible  pollutants  estab¬ 
lished  under  8  128.133  of  this  chapter, 
the  effluent  limitations  guidelines  except 
for  the  pollutants  CX)D.  total  chromi¬ 
um,  phenol,  and  sulfide  set  forth  in 
8  410.52  shall  not  apply  and.  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  Part  128  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  concerning  pretreatment,  process 
waste  water  from  this  subcategory  may 
be  introduced  Into  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works.  The  effluent  limitations 
guidelines  for  COD.  total  chromium, 
penol,  and  sulfide  set  forth  In  8  410.52 
shall  8q)ply. 

6.  Subpart  F  Is  amended  by  adding 
8  410.64  as  follows: 

§  410.64  Pretreatment  standards  for 
existing  sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment 
standards  for  Incompatible  pollutants 
established  under  8  128.133  of  this  chap¬ 
ter.  the  effluent  limitations  guidelines 
except  for  the  pollutants  COD,  total 
chromltun,  phenol,  and  sulfide  set  forth 
in  8  410.62  shall  not  apply  and,  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  Part  128  of  this 
chapter  concerning  pretreatment,  proc¬ 
ess  waste  water  from  this  subcategory 
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maj  be  Introduced  Into  a  pobUdr  Ofwned 
treatment  worka.  Hie  eflhient  dmitstlaM 
guldeHnes  for  COD.  total  ^aimmium, 
pheaol.  and  luUkle  set  lotlh  kx  1410.41 
shall  apply. 

1.  Sidipart  G  Is  amended  by  adding 
i  410.74  w  follows: 

§  410.74  Pretreatmrnt  standards  for 
existing  sources. 

For  the  purpose  of  pretreatment 
standards  for  Incompatible  pollutants 
established  under  1 128.133  of  this  chap¬ 


ter,  the  eflhient  UmltaltilosaB  gatfli  iTliii  a 
ezBept  for  the  poUutasits  ODD.  total 
ehiomium,  idMnol  and  sulfide  set  forth 
In  f  410.72  diall  not  apifly  and.  subfoet  to 
the  provtslons  of  Fart  XflSaf  t^  Chapter 
concemtng  pretreatmest.  prooeu  waste 
water  from  this  subcatevoiy  may  be  In¬ 
troduced  Into  a  public^  owned  treatment 
woifos.  The  effluent  limttatiaae  gthdeUnea 
for  COD,  total  chromium,  phenol,  and 
sulfide  set  forth  tu  S  410.72  shall  apply, 
(ys  Doc.74-16038  Piled  7-^74;8:45  am] 
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